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REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 

AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1472 

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to have my name 
removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 1472. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from West Virginia? 

There was no objection. 
f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 2022 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to have my name 
removed as a cosponsor of H.R. 2022. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
f 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have 5 legislative 
days within which to revise and extend 
their remarks on H.R. 2691, and that I 
may include tabular and extraneous 
material. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
f 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
AND RELATED AGENCIES APPRO-
PRIATIONS ACT, 2004 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 319 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill, H.R. 2691. 

b 1725 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 2691) 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of the Interior and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2004, and for other purposes, 
with Mr. LATOURETTE in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 

rule, the bill is considered as having 
been read the first time. 

Under the rule, the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. TAYLOR) and the 
gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
DICKS) each will control 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from North Carolina (Mr. TAYLOR). 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself such time as 
I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, today we bring before 
the House for fiscal year 2004 appro-
priations a bill for the Department of 
the Interior and related agencies. This 
is a good bill that balances many com-
peting needs and stays within the 
302(b) allocations for budget authority. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill is fiscally re-
sponsible, providing about $100 million 
more than the budget request but near-
ly $200 million less than the fiscal year 
2003 level. The bill takes care of our 
public lands, the national parks, wild-
life refuges, forests, and lands managed 
by the Bureau of Land Management. It 
has been increased not as much as 
some would like; and I pledge that in 
conference, we will try to increase that 
as much as possible. 

The bill focuses on conservation ini-
tiatives, including operation and main-
tenance of Federal lands, stateside 
grants for land preservation and recre-
ation, State wildlife grants, habitat 
improvements on both public and pri-
vate lands, eradication of invasive spe-
cies, and protection of endangered spe-
cies. 

We hear arguments that we are not 
doing enough for the conservation pro-
gram in this bill. I disagree. There is 
nearly $1 billion in the bill for pro-
grams in the conservation spending 
category. But more to the point, there 
are a great number of critically impor-
tant conservation programs in this bill 
that have never been included in the 
conservation spending category but are 
equally important.

b 1730 

We provide increases of $73 million 
for national parks, $30 million for na-
tional wildlife refuges, and $93 million 
for wildlife restoration and forest 
health. I would argue that most of the 
funding in this bill is for conservation 
activities. 

Some Members will argue that we 
need to buy more Federal lands. What 
we really need is to do a better job of 
taking care of lands we have and this 
bill does that. 

Fire fighting needs are addressed in 
this bill. In addition to providing the 
necessary funding for suppressing 
wildfires, we continue support for the 
National Fire Plan with the invest-
ment of $2.5 billion. We support pre-
paredness activities so that we have 
the people and equipment in place to 
handle wildfires. We provide funding 
increases for hazardous fuels reduction, 
State fire assistance, and forest health 
programs. I am proud of the balance we 

have achieved in these critical pro-
grams that are important to all Ameri-
cans. 

The bill ensures that energy research 
programs are adequately funded and 
that we maintain a proper mix between 
research on improvements to existing 
technologies and longer-term higher-
risk research on new technologies. We 
need to keep all of our options open 
and not fall into the trap of picking 
winners and losers. 

When it comes to energy research, ul-
timately the consumer and not the 
government will determine what en-
ergy technologies will be successful in 
the marketplace. 

The bill provides for the continued 
construction of critically needed 
schools and hospitals for the American 
Indians and Alaskan Natives. It is in-
cluded in a resolution to the conten-
tious litigation between the United 
States and the American Indians deal-
ing with the individual Indian trust 
monies. This bill provides prompt, fair, 
and reasonable resolution of those 
long-standing claims. This lawsuit has 
been diverting scarce resources away 
from critical programs that benefit the 
Indian people. We need to stop spend-
ing hundreds of millions of dollars, if 
not billions, on litigation support and 
redirect those funds to Indian edu-
cation, health, wildlife, law enforce-
ment and other important Indian pro-
grams. 

My good friend, the gentleman from 
California (Mr. POMBO), chairman of 
the Committee on Resources, will 
move to strike this provision on juris-
dictional grounds. He has committed to 
resolving this conflict through the au-
thorizing process. Mr. Chairman, if we 
do not do this, we will literally be 
spending perhaps $2.4 billion in contin-
uous accounting measures that will do 
nothing to solve this problem. It will 
be taken away from Indian health and 
education. 

Finally, the bill takes care of our 
cultural agencies and provides the 
funding needed to ensure that the 
Smithsonian Institution maintains its 
responsibility for providing quality vis-
itor services and world-renowned re-
search. It provides the administration’s 
request for the National Gallery of Art 
and for the National Endowment for 
the Arts. 

The Interior and Related Agencies 
Appropriations bill for fiscal year 2004 
is a bill that I believe strikes an appro-
priate balance among competing fund-
ing needs, and I ask for support for the 
bill.
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Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 

of my time.
Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

myself 5 minutes. 
Mr. Chairman, I want to again thank 

our new chairman, the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. TAYLOR), for the 
way he has approached the process this 
year. He and the staff have worked 
with us and tried to craft a balanced 
bill within a limited allocation. And I 
want to also commend the staff of the 
committee, Debbie Weatherly, Chris 
Topic, Loretta Bowman, Joel Kaplan, 
Greg Kanadle, Mike Stevens and Lesley 
Turner. We have a very collegial work-
ing relationship, and it is something 
that, I think, the House would be proud 
of. 

During committee consideration, I 
offered two important amendments 
that I felt would have significantly im-
proved this bill. The first amendment 
sought to add money for wildland fire 
accounts in an attempt to lessen the 
massive borrowing to fight forest fires. 
I was extremely pleased that the ad-
ministration came forward last week 
with a $289 million request as part of 
an emergency supplemental, and I plan 
to strongly support those funds being 
provided as quickly as possible. 

The second amendment that I offered 
related to the conservation funding and 
the shortfall in the Conservation Trust 
Fund. The amendment was not adopt-
ed, and the Committee on Rules would 
not allow a similar amendment to be 
offered by the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. OBEY) on the House floor 
today. I find that unfortunate because 
the issue of the Conservation Trust 
Fund is enormously important to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) 
and I, as co-authors of the trust fund 
with the former chairman, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. REGULA). 

We reached a deal in 2000 as a com-
promise to the CARA legislation that 
would have created a new $3 billion 
mandatory program and instead cre-
ated this trust fund to elevate funding 
levels for critical programs without a 
new entitlement. 

The new trust fund raised conserva-
tion spending for key programs in this 
bill from $514 million up to $1.2 billion 
and added built-in increases that would 
have brought conservation spending in 
this bill to $2 billion in 2006. I was 
pleased that the committee stuck to 
its word for the first 2 years of the 
agreement. 

This year, however, the interior bill 
falls $569 million short. The shortfall 
impacts each and every program under 
the trust fund: both Federal and State 
programs under Land and Water Con-
servation Fund; the Forest Legacy Pro-
gram; Cooperative Endangered Species; 
the North American Wetlands Con-
servation Fund; State Wildlife Grants, 
Historic Preservation, Payments in 
Lieu of Taxes; and the Urban Parks 
Program. 

Most of these programs are either 
below the President’s request or below 
last year, despite the fact that the 

trust funds provided for increases. And 
while I am deeply disappointed in the 
funding levels for conservation pro-
grams, there are other aspects of this 
bill that I strongly support. 

The bill provides $115 million above 
the President’s request for the Na-
tional Fire Plan, which I strongly sup-
port. It includes money to continue 
two national environmental restora-
tion projects by the National Park 
Service, the Everglades Restoration 
Project in Florida and the Elwha River 
Recovery Project in the State of Wash-
ington. 

Additionally, the bill contains impor-
tant language related to the Ever-
glades that protects the Federal inter-
est and ensures that the State of Flor-
ida is meeting its obligations to im-
prove the quality of water entering the 
Everglades. 

The bill also contains language relat-
ing to competitive sourcing that I be-
lieve is necessary to ensure that Con-
gress has a clear understanding of what 
the administration’s intentions are in 
this area. This committee recently 
learned that both the National Park 
Service and the U.S. Forest Service 
had plans to spend several million dol-
lars on these activities without fol-
lowing standard reprogramming guide-
lines and without clear direction from 
Congress. 

I consider this bill a work in progress 
and am hopeful that we can work to-
gether on areas of this bill that I be-
lieve still need improvement. 

At the appropriate time, I intend to 
offer an amendment with my col-
league, the gentlewoman from New 
York (Ms. SLAUGHTER), to increase 
money for the National Endowment for 
the Arts and the National Endowment 
for the Humanities. We were successful 
with a similar amendment last year, 
and I hope this year we can again come 
together and show the full support of 
the House for the two endowments.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. SHER-
WOOD), a valued member of the com-
mittee. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in strong support of the interior 
appropriations bill, and I want to com-
mend the gentleman from North Caro-
lina (Chairman TAYLOR) for putting to-
gether a balanced and fiscally respon-
sible bill that meets the natural re-
sources, recreational, energy and cul-
tural needs of all Americans. 

This bill does its part to contain Fed-
eral spending in that it adheres to the 
302(b) budget allocation and provides 
nearly $200 million less than what was 
contained in the FY 2003 bill. At the 
same time, it sets priorities with in-
creases in national parks operations 
and backlog maintenance, the national 
wildlife refuges and the national forest 
system. It provides funds for the 
weatherization program and increases 
the administration’s request for the 

abandoned landmines program that is 
so important to Pennsylvania. 

The bill provides $2.5 billion, with a 
B, for the National Fire Plan and in-
cludes substantial increases for fire 
fighting readiness, hazardous fuels re-
duction and State and community as-
sistance. 

I am particularly pleased that the 
bill provides $33 million dollars for 
Forest Service forest health initia-
tives, including funds to control and 
manage adelgids in the East. 

The bill also contains language I sup-
port regarding the operation of the 
Northeast Home Heating Oil Reserve. I 
feel that the reserve has not been re-
sponsive enough to winter heating 
needs in the Northeast and may too 
narrowly define supply disruptions. 
The bill’s report language will direct 
the committee on the circumstances 
and the various scenarios on which the 
reserve will be used. 

To those who say the bill does not 
contain enough money for conservation 
and land acquisition, I would point out 
that the bill contains $1 billion for pro-
grams funded under the conservation 
spending category as well as other pro-
grams in the National Parks Wildlife 
Refuges, Federal forests and other 
areas that are important conservation 
efforts but do not technically fall 
under the conservation category. 

In regard to land acquisition, we al-
ready own one-third of the United 
States. We need to manage that better 
before we buy new things. This is a bal-
anced and responsible bill, and I com-
mend the chairman for his leadership 
and urge my colleagues to give it their 
full support. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. OBEY), the ranking Demo-
cratic member of the full committee.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me time. 

Mr. Chairman, I am simply going to 
repeat most of what I said about 40 
minutes ago with the sure under-
standing that almost nobody was lis-
tening the first time and perhaps I 
might catch some more ears this time. 

I would very much like to vote for 
this bill. It has, through the years, 
been one of my favorite bills in this 
place; but I am not able to and still 
keep my word to this institution. 

As I said earlier to the House, in 1964 
when the country decided that we were 
going to begin offshore oil drilling, an 
agreement was made to put about $900 
million dollars a year of that revenue 
into preservation of key pieces of land 
around the country with the Federal 
Government and the States both par-
ticipating in protecting that land. 

The problem is over the years that 
commitment was not kept and gradu-
ally about a $13 billion surplus was 
built up in that funds. That is why 3 
years ago 315 Members of this House 
passed what was known as the CARA 
legislation. And what that was was an 
attempt to make that prior under-
standing finally a reality by turning 
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funding for a number of those con-
servation programs into entitlements. 

I opposed that. I thought we ought to 
be able to make conservation a high 
priority without turning it into an en-
titlement superior on claims to the 
Treasury on items like education or 
health care for that matter. I did not 
think they were superior. I thought 
they should be considered equal. And 
folks who had those beliefs, folks who 
had my beliefs essentially won the de-
bate or at least we won the argument, 
and we shook hands on an agreement. 
And under that agreement, the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. DICKS), 
myself, and the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. REGULA) on the minority side of 
the aisle, at that time serving as chair-
man of this subcommittee, agreed that 
we would double funding for those con-
servation programs and then over time 
have increments that would raise fund-
ing to $2.4 billion. 

We did that in order to stave off an 
entitlement; and for the first 2 years 
this committee stuck to the agree-
ment. But in the omnibus appropria-
tions bill last year, the committee 
backed away from that agreement; and 
this bill takes us some $570 million 
below that agreement; and that is why 
I cannot support the bill as it stands. 

We tried in the rule to have the rule 
defeated so that we would have an op-
portunity to add that $570 million to 
the bill and to pay for it by reducing by 
$3,000 the tax cut that is scheduled to 
go to people who make over a million 
dollars a year in this country. We 
would have reduced that tax cut from 
$88,000 to $85,000, making hardly a dent 
in it. I think most people in that 
bracket would have gladly said, look, 
the national parks and national forests 
are a high priority. By all means, make 
those changes. But the House did not 
do it; and so in my view at this point, 
this bill cannot be repaired as far as I 
am concerned because I believe, above 
all else, in keeping my word.
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I promised people on the other side of 
the debate 3 years ago that if the Com-
mittee on Appropriations did not stick 
to the deal that I would change my po-
sition and instead support making 
these programs an entitlement, and so 
from this point on that is where I stand 
on this issue. 

I must say I am deeply distressed 
that my committee saw fit not to keep 
the agreement they entered into 3 
years ago. That was not an authoriza-
tion agreement that was entered into 3 
years ago. That was an appropriations 
agreement. And the Committee on Ap-
propriations, as one of the great com-
mittees of this House, ought to keep its 
word. It has not on this bill, and that 
is why, regardless of other changes in 
the bill, I cannot vote for this bill as it 
presently stands. 

I recognize some people have other 
considerations, but I believe it is im-
portant that we keep our word to each 
other and that we keep our word to the 

American people. This bill is going to 
be seriously short; and, as a result, we 
will lose our ability to preserve and set 
aside forever key pieces of land in 
places such as Yellowstone, Grand 
Teton, nine key acres in Valley Forge. 
It is a shame, but that is what this 
House has come to on this issue.

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. BOEH-
LERT). 

(Mr. BOEHLERT asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of this bill. Overall, this is a 
reasonable bill, given the budgetary 
constraints. It could have been an even 
better bill if my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle had not decided 
that it was more important to make a 
political statement, to score political 
points than to make progress. 

As was mentioned earlier in the de-
bate on the rule, I was prepared to offer 
an amendment that would have moved 
$95 million from fossil fuel research 
and development, money that the ad-
ministration did not request, into a 
range of conservation accounts. 

The impact of my amendment would 
have been to free up more money for 
such popular and important programs 
as the Federal and State Land and 
Water Conservation Fund, State wild-
life conservation programs, historic 
preservation, forest legacy, and urban 
parks and recreation. This money is 
desperately needed for these important 
programs, and the amendment was 
backed by just about every single envi-
ronmental and sportsmen’s group. So 
this was an amendment that would 
have done some real good for the Amer-
ican people, real people. 

But my colleagues on the other side 
of the aisle decided they did not want 
the amendment to pass. Why not? Was 
it because they opposed putting more 
money into conservation programs? 
No. Was it because they thought the 
amendment would cause any harm to 
the public? No. Was it because they 
thought the amendment was bad for 
the environment? No. 

The only reason this amendment was 
being vociferously opposed is because 
that seemed like a way to score polit-
ical points. They did not want any-
thing to pass that would demonstrate 
Republican support for conservation 
and the environment. What a sad com-
mentary on the state of American poli-
tics. 

So, instead of a good debate on con-
servation that would have led to an in-
crease in spending for programs that 
benefit the American people, we are 
going to have a pathetic and pointless 
debate about a make-believe proposal 
that would reduce the tax cut. My col-
leagues know and I know that is going 
nowhere. 

I hasten to remind my friends on the 
other side of the aisle that the tax cut 
battle is over. The bill was passed by 
the Congress, signed by the President. 

Here are the choices we face. Either 
go with the Boehlert amendment, add-
ing $95 million to very important pro-
grams in the area of conservation and 
protecting the environment, or do 
nothing. The other side opted to do 
nothing because they wanted to have a 
political advertisement. We all know 
about the obscene cost of political ad-
vertising, but $95 million per statement 
is pretty darn expensive, and the Amer-
ican people are the losers. Sad day.

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. HINCHEY), a member of the 
subcommittee. 

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Chairman, I am a 
bit mystified by the statement that 
was just made by my friend and col-
league from New York. The Democrat 
party is not in the majority in this 
House. We do not control the agenda. 
That is controlled by the Republican 
party, and there is no reason why an 
amendment that a Republican Member 
wants to bring forward should not be 
brought forward and everybody has an 
opportunity to vote on it. I am sure I 
would have voted for it if the gen-
tleman had brought it out here. 

It is not too late. Let us bring the 
amendment out here, discuss it. If the 
amendment has merit, then it will 
pass. I do not see any reason why it is 
not going to be brought forward. It is 
your amendment. You are in control of 
the House. You bring it forward. 

I want to thank the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. DICKS), the ranking 
member, for yielding me the time; and 
I appreciate his leadership and hard 
work on this bill. 

I also want to express my apprecia-
tion to the gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. TAYLOR), our chairman, 
for his hard work. I have enjoyed work-
ing with our chairman on the process 
that put this bill together. We had a 
good series of hearings earlier this year 
that led to some spirited discussions 
among the members of the sub-
committee, and I want to thank the 
professional staff on both sides for all 
the good work that they have done. 

There are some very good initiatives 
in this bill. Very importantly, the sub-
committee’s vigorous oversight of Ev-
erglades restoration is reflected here. 

Despite admonishments from me and 
several subcommittee members, in-
cluding the chairman and the chairman 
of the full committee, the State of 
Florida enacted legislation earlier this 
year that casts considerable doubt on 
the commitment to Everglades restora-
tion. The provisions contained in this 
bill will ensure that the Federal inter-
est in restoration is maintained by pro-
tecting the water quality that is cru-
cial to the healthy functioning of the 
Everglades ecosystem. 

The increased funding for Indian 
health and education in the bill is com-
mendable, as is the subcommittee’s 
concern with the administration’s rush 
to contract out jobs within the Park 
Service and the Forest Service. A good 
job was done there. 
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Again, to the gentleman from North 

Carolina’s (Mr. TAYLOR) credit, the bill 
restores some of the most egregious 
cuts proposed by the administration, 
such as those that would have crippled 
the important scientific research at 
both the Forest Service and the Geo-
logical Survey. 

I recognize that the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. TAYLOR) is work-
ing with an insufficient allocation that 
is the direct result of the Republican 
tax cuts, and that is a problem that has 
devilled this process throughout. My 
colleagues cannot take $3 trillion out 
of the Treasury and then expect to 
have enough money to meet the needs 
of the country, and this is what we are 
facing throughout this appropriations 
process, and it is unfortunately re-
flected in this bill as well. 

Arts funding is still frozen at 30 per-
cent below what it was 10 years ago, 
and energy research lacks the nec-
essary resource and vision to put us on 
a path to energy independence. But be-
yond the low allocation, even more 
troubling is the ideologically driven 
opposition to conservation funding 
that permeates the bill, particularly 
land acquisition. This bill completely 
walks away from our responsibilities to 
protect and conserve lands. 

The tilt of this bill towards the no-
tion that the Federal Government 
somehow owns too much land runs 
counter to the desire of the American 
people to preserve open space and nat-
ural resources. While I certainly agree 
that we should take care of what we al-
ready own, we have got an obligation 
to protect the best of what remains, 
sensitive and threatened forests, coast-
al lands, mountains, plains and wet-
lands that provide ecological, scenic 
and recreational values of national sig-
nificance. 

Federal land acquisition programs in 
this bill are funded at $100 million. 
This is $213 million below last year’s 
level, more than a 50 percent cut, and 
even $87 million below the President’s 
request. The lack of land acquisition 
funding in this bill means lands that 
could otherwise be protected may now 
be lost forever. 

These cuts are incredibly short-
sighted. The demand for open space and 
protected areas will only continue to 
grow as our population swells and land 
development pressures increase. 

So the bill contains a number of im-
portant provisions, but so far as the 
land acquisition and conservation 
measures are concerned it is inad-
equate.

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 30 seconds to the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. BOEH-
LERT). 

Mr. BOEHLERT. Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman in the aisle makes a good 
point. We have worked well together 
across the center aisle, Republicans 
and Democrats. We have to work 
across the center aisle. We have 
worked well over the years. This time 
that cooperation stopped at the center 

aisle because a conscious decision was 
made not to go forward with a $95 mil-
lion add-on which we could embrace 
warmly but rather to go forward with 
nothing because they want a partisan 
statement. 

Mr. HINCHEY. Mr. Chairman, if the 
gentleman would yield, that would be a 
mistake; and I urge my colleague to 
bring that amendment out here so we 
could debate it. Bring it out. 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. REGULA) former 
chairman and valued member of the 
subcommittee. 

(Mr. REGULA asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the chairman of the subcommittee for 
yielding me the time. 

I want to express my strong support 
for the fiscal year 2004 Interior appro-
priations bill. As a member of the Sub-
committee on Interior and Related 
Agencies, I believe this is a balanced 
bill that addresses many of our most 
urgent needs. I want to express my ap-
preciation to the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. TAYLOR) and his 
staff for their hard work in putting to-
gether a good bill under very tight 
budget constraints. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill addresses a 
number of important national prior-
ities. It provides funding increases for 
our four land management agencies, 
the National Park Service, the Fish 
and Wildlife Service, the Forest Serv-
ice and the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment, which provide wonderful recre-
ation opportunities for the American 
people. 

To improve the visitor experience, 
the bill provides focused funding to ad-
dress the continuing backlog of main-
tenance on these public lands, includ-
ing $682 million for our national parks 
and a restoration of $47 million for our 
national forests. 

During my past tenure as chairman 
of the committee, I made reducing of 
the maintenance backlog a top pri-
ority. We created the Recreational Fee 
Demonstration Program, which allows 
the land management agencies to raise 
additional revenues to further address 
their maintenance needs. Most of the 
fee stays at the site where it is col-
lected and is used for maintenance and 
other enhancements to the visitor’s ex-
perience. 

This demo program, which would be 
extended under this bill, continues to 
be a success. We have collected over $1 
billion thus far, which was put most 
largely into maintenance and enhanc-
ing the visitor’s experience. It has pro-
vided a real benefit for those Ameri-
cans who have visited our parks, for-
ests and other public lands. 

The bill restores deep cuts made in 
the President’s budget to the U.S. Geo-
logical Survey and further provides a 
$16 million increase over the fiscal year 
2003 level. This funding will enable 
USGS scientists to better understand 

the Earth’s processes and allow them 
to provide first-rate scientific data to 
those responsible for managing and 
conserving our natural resources. 

In particular, I want to highlight 
funding included for the America View 
program which allows universities to 
collect remote sensing data and ana-
lyze it for both educational and land 
planning purposes. 

This bill continues our strong sup-
port in Congress for the restoration of 
the Everglades, providing $68 million 
toward this project. However, I remain 
concerned that recent actions taken by 
the Florida legislature undermine the 
Federal-State commitment, and it is a 
Federal-State commitment, to restora-
tion. It is my understanding that we 
will consider an amendment to condi-
tion Federal funding on assurances 
that the State of Florida is meeting its 
prior commitments to improve water 
quality. I ask my colleagues to support 
this amendment when it is considered. 

I am pleased that the committee has 
worked to restore a number of serious 
cuts in the President’s budget for im-
portant programs at the Department of 
Energy. The bill specifically restores 
funding for fuel cell research in fossil 
energy to current enacted levels. This 
will allow the Solid State Energy Con-
version Alliance initiative, which is de-
veloping standardized fuel cell compo-
nents that would be used in many dif-
ferent types of fuel cell applications, to 
continue to move forward. 

I also appreciate the committee’s ef-
forts to restore cuts in the President’s 
budget to the Industries of the Future 
program within Energy Conservation, 
particularly those relating to steel and 
metal-casting.

b 1800 
These programs support techno-

logical advances that make our domes-
tic industries more energy efficient 
and, as a result, more competitive in 
the global marketplace. 

The bill continues our commitment 
in Congress to implement the National 
Fire Plan, which is very timely given 
the serious situation in the West. It 
provides $115 million above the Presi-
dent’s request, including substantive 
increases for readiness, hazard fuels re-
duction and forest health. These are 
commonsense measures that will help 
us both prevent and more adequately 
contain wildfires. 

Lastly, I am encouraged by the com-
mittee’s work to develop a coordinated 
national plan for the acquisition of 
Federal lands. I believe the Federal 
Government needs to focus less on ac-
quiring new lands and more on taking 
care of the property and facilities it al-
ready has. Under this bill, the Secre-
taries of Interior and Agriculture 
would develop a plan outlining clear 
acreage goals and conservation objec-
tives for lands acquisition. I believe 
this reevaluation will provide for bet-
ter and more focused use of limited 
funding resources. 

Mr. Chairman, this is a very balanced 
bill that Chairman TAYLOR has pro-
duced in the subcommittee, and it 
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funds many important national prior-
ities. I urge its expeditious consider-
ation and passage. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Oregon 
(Mr. BLUMENAUER), a valued member of 
the House and a person who is very in-
terested in environmental issues in the 
Pacific Northwest. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Chairman, I 
appreciate the gentleman’s yielding me 
this time. I have great sympathy for 
the hard work that the subcommittee 
has done, both the chairman and rank-
ing member; but I appreciate also what 
the gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
DICKS) said about this being a work in 
progress, and I sincerely hope that it 
will be. 

I heard the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. BOEHLERT) talk about his 
concern that there was not great en-
thusiasm for an amendment that would 
restore approximately $90 million for 
Conservation Trust Fund activities. 
Mr. Chairman, I can understand the 
reticence on behalf of a number of 
Members of this Chamber to embrace 
that, but we had an agreement. 

A bill passed overwhelmingly under 
the leadership of the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. YOUNG) and the gentleman 
from California (Mr. GEORGE MILLER) 
that passed by a veto-proof margin 
through the House and had tremendous 
momentum in the Senate. There was 
an agreement. The gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. REGULA), I was pleased to see 
here, was part of this artful effort to 
put together an agreement that solved 
the problem in the short term. Now we 
have seen this agreement shattered. 

Because of the continuing resolution 
and what is in the bill that is before us 
today, we would shortchange what that 
agreement was overwhelmingly sup-
ported by this Chamber by almost $1 
billion. I do not think that there are 
very many people here who are going 
to embrace with great enthusiasm a 10 
percent solution when we have massive 
unfunded commitments to the state-
side portion of that. 

In my community, where the com-
mittee has visited the Columbia River 
Gorge, there is priceless land in a con-
servation area where there are willing 
sellers that want to complete the deal, 
but there is not money available. There 
is underfunding in the arts. And I am 
convinced that there will be action in 
this work in progress that will bring 
people together and the will of this 
body will be heard, I think in a bipar-
tisan majority, that hopefully will re-
store that funding for the arts. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not any lack of 
interest in true bipartisanship. I think 
the agreement that the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. REGULA), the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. DICKS), the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG), and 
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. 
OBEY) were a part of was a classic ex-
ample of that bipartisanship. It is time 
to reach back, restore it in this work 
in progress. 

Now, one specific that I would make 
reference to. I will be offering in the 

course of the debate on this bill an 
amendment that would reduce water-
intensive agriculture in the one wild-
life refuge in the United States where 
there is unregulated agriculture prac-
ticing on leased land dealing with the 
Klamath basin. I hope we will be able 
as a Chamber to come forward to solve 
that problem. But in the meantime, I 
commend the subcommittee for its 
hard work and look forward to this 
work in progress solving the CARA 
problem.

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself 1 minute to 
enter into a colloquy with the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. I 
yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, re-
garding funding for the U.S. Geological 
Survey’s Minerals Assessment Team, 
there was confusion regarding whether 
this important activity was included in 
the bill. I have been informed that 
when the gentleman restored the min-
eral program, it also included the res-
toration of the Mineral Information 
Team Commodity reports. 

Minerals and mineral products ac-
counted for over $370 billion to the 
economy in 2002. This survey is the 
only institution, either public or pri-
vate, that provides these important re-
source assessments, and I would ask 
the chairman if this is his under-
standing regarding the restoration of 
this important program. 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, reclaiming my time, the 
gentleman, as usual, is correct in his 
assessment of the situation. It has been 
restored. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 21⁄2 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. ROTHMAN), a valued mem-
ber of the Committee on Appropria-
tions to engage in a colloquy with the 
chairman of the subcommittee. 

Mr. ROTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the ranking member for yielding 
me this time, and I would like to ad-
dress my remarks to the distinguished 
chairman of the subcommittee. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise to discuss an 
important issue regarding the Fish and 
Wildlife Service’s ongoing work in the 
Hackensack Meadowlands area of New 
Jersey. The Fish and Wildlife Service 
has termed the 8,400-acre Hackensack 
Meadowlands an ‘‘aquatic resource of 
national importance,’’ an area 10 times 
the size of Central Park in New York 
City, located in the most densely popu-
lated area of the most densely popu-
lated State in the Nation, New Jersey, 
just a handful of miles from the Empire 
State Building. The Meadowlands is 
home to 65 species of nesting birds and 
50 species of fish and shellfish. 

During the last 2 fiscal years, Mr. 
Chairman, Congress has directed the 
service to assist the U.S. Army Corps 
of Engineers in its ongoing feasibility 
study of preparing alternative ap-

proaches to preserving the 
meadowlands. In fiscal year 2003, the 
committee provided $180,000 for the 
service’s New Jersey field office for 
such purposes. I want to thank both 
Chairman TAYLOR and Ranking Mem-
ber DICKS for their past and continuing 
support of this important project. 

To continue the service’s coordina-
tion with the Army Corps as well as its 
development of a comprehensive res-
toration plan that will recommend 
long-term management options for the 
Hackensack Meadowlands, an addi-
tional $50,000 is needed in fiscal year 
2004 so that the New Jersey field office 
can complete the hiring of a field biolo-
gist and an environmental toxicologist. 

As the interior bill moves to con-
ference with the Senate, I ask that the 
distinguished chairman consider the 
funding requirement for this important 
effort.

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROTHMAN. I yield to the gen-
tleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank the gentleman from 
New Jersey for his leadership on this 
program. The Hackensack 
Meadowlands are indeed an important 
resource and a reasonable priority for 
the service. 

I am advised that the unanticipated 
budgetary delays have hindered the 
prompt hiring of the personnel the gen-
tleman mentioned. I will look forward 
to working with the gentleman as we 
move forward towards conference to 
ensure that the service has the re-
sources it needs to continue its con-
sultative role on the Army Corps’ 
meadowlands ecosystem restoration 
study. 

Mr. ROTHMAN. Reclaiming my time, 
Mr. Chairman, I want to thank the 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
TAYLOR) and my distinguished ranking 
member for all their help on this issue 
and look forward to their continuing 
support on this issue. 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from Kentucky (Mrs. 
NORTHUP). 

Mrs. NORTHUP. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to enter into a colloquy with the 
chairman of the subcommittee. 

Mr. Chairman, UPS’s primary hub is 
located in my district. The United Par-
cel Service, known as UPS around the 
world, employs 22,000 people in my dis-
trict. It just completed a $1 billion ex-
pansion and is the largest taxpayer in 
the State of Kentucky. In 2001, UPS 
supported approximately 7.1 million 
packages from overseas and exported 
11.4 million packages going overseas. A 
significant portion of this volume is 
under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service. 

Considering the volume of products 
under their jurisdiction, it is only log-
ical to designate Louisville, Kentucky, 
as the port of entry for international 
trade in Fish and Wildlife resources in 
the coming year. That designation only 
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reflects the fact that in modern day 
Fish and Wildlife jurisdiction has to be 
not only at our ports but also at the 
primary designations at our airports. 

Mr. Chairman, I know that right now 
there is $700,000 in the budget that is 
for Atlanta; but I am eager to see that 
moved, as the Senate has done, to Lou-
isville. 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. NORTHUP. I yield to the gen-
tleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I would say to the gentle-
woman from Kentucky that I know she 
has worked long and hard on this 
project, and it will be my intent to see 
that it is funded, working with her and 
the Senate. 

Mrs. NORTHUP. Reclaiming my 
time, Mr. Chairman, I thank the chair-
man very much.

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. PALLONE). 

Mr. PALLONE. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to thank the ranking member for yield-
ing me this time, and I rise to engage 
the chairman of the subcommittee in a 
colloquy regarding American Indians 
and homeland security. 

Mr. Chairman, I am concerned that 
as we move forward with the interior 
appropriations bill it is important to 
highlight the fact that no funds have 
been appropriated for tribal homeland 
security initiatives. Since the Sep-
tember 11 attacks, we have had allo-
cated significant funds to secure the 
homeland against future terrorist at-
tacks; however, Indian country has 
been excluded from all homeland secu-
rity plans. 

I would ask that my colleagues rec-
ognize that tribes need to be included 
in the national strategy for homeland 
security. This is of particular impor-
tance for those tribes that are required 
to help protect the Nation’s borders. 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PALLONE. I yield to the gen-
tleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I wish to assure the gen-
tleman that I agree with his assess-
ment of the situation. I am not sure 
that the interior bill is the appropriate 
place to provide this funding, but I will 
work with the gentleman to address 
these needs in future appropriations 
bills. 

Mr. PALLONE. Reclaiming my time, 
Mr. Chairman, I want to thank the 
chairman for his consideration. 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. OLVER), our distinguished 
colleague and member of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. OLVER. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding me this 
time. 

First of all, I want to thank the 
chairman, the gentleman from North 

Carolina (Mr. TAYLOR), and the ranking 
member, the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. DICKS), for their very hard 
work in bringing forward this bill. And 
I particularly thank both the staffs, 
the majority led by Deb Weatherly and 
the minority led by Mike Stephens, be-
cause the work of bringing forward the 
bill, the difficult work, is really done 
by them. 

I appreciate very much that the bill 
includes important increases in many 
areas. For instance, there is a $335 mil-
lion increase over the fiscal 2003 base 
funding for the National Fire Plan, 
which is critically important to the 
Nation’s ability to both fight and pre-
vent catastrophic forest fires. And I 
think it is very commendable that we 
have a $240-some million increase for 
Indian health education and trust re-
form, while that still is probably a 
good deal less than is needed. 

Unfortunately, despite the positive 
aspects, and those are only a couple of 
them, the 2004 appropriations bill re-
mains flawed in key areas. These 
failings include, first, a continuing pol-
icy of freezing funding for the National 
Endowment for the Arts at levels 30 
percent less than provided a decade 
ago, despite repeated votes on the floor 
of the House in support of increased 
funding. Second, the rejection of the 
President’s request to increase funding 
for the Department of Energy’s weath-
erization program, which is critical in 
helping poor families reduce their en-
ergy costs and is funded at a level $63 
million below the President’s request.
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But most particularly, I regret the 
retreat from the committee’s previous 
commitment to adequately fund con-
servation programs to protect public 
lands and cultural artifacts, to pre-
serve endangered and threatened spe-
cies, and to assist States in their own 
conservation and recreation programs. 

These conservation programs are 
funded at a level which is $208 million 
below the current year and $569 million 
below the level authorized in the Con-
servation Trust Agreement reached 
less than 3 years ago. These conserva-
tion programs include, and I will just 
mention a couple, the Forest Legacy 
Program, where 93 Members of the 
House wrote the committee in support 
of the Forest Legacy Program. These 
93 Members asked for an increase from 
$68 million to $158 million. Instead, this 
bill funds Forest Legacy grants to the 
States at $45 million, which is a level 
30 percent less, lower, than last year. 

Secondly, the North American Wet-
lands Conservation Fund where 225 
Members of the House wrote the com-
mittee and encouraged us to increase 
funding for the Wetlands Conservation 
Program. Instead, that level is less 
than half the President’s request. In-
stead of increasing the program mod-
estly, we have in fact cut it by a third. 

The Stateside Assistance Program 
which is funded at $98 million, about a 
40 percent reduction from the Presi-

dent’s request, and the Urban Parks 
Program where no funding is provided. 
The Urban Parks Program has been in 
place for 30 years, and it was zeroed 
out. It was part of the same CARA 
agreement made 3 years ago which is 
not being maintained under this bill. 

I certainly hope I will be able to vote 
for this legislation after the final con-
ference report. It is my intent to do so 
if some of these failings have been cor-
rected along the way. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GEORGE MILLER), one of the 
leading environmental advocates in the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman 
for yielding me this time, and I thank 
him for all of his work on this bill and 
to the chairman of the committee for 
all of their time and effort to bring this 
bill to the floor. 

But I do want to say how dis-
appointed I am with this legislation in 
terms of its treatment of the conserva-
tion spending and the conservation ac-
counts. As previous speakers have 
noted, these accounts were created 
based upon a bipartisan agreement and 
an agreement to fund them when we 
had under consideration the CARA leg-
islation, which was really designed to 
redeem the promise that this govern-
ment made to the people of this coun-
try that, in exchange for offshore oil 
drilling, we would create an account, 
the Land and Water Conservation Ac-
count, and those monies would be used 
for the acquisition and protection of 
public and local lands, stateside land 
and water conservation for State and 
local governments to acquire land and 
communities to acquire land, and the 
Federal account for Federal lands. 

That was the agreement. There were 
overwhelming votes in the committee 
on a bipartisan basis; there were over-
whelming votes on the floor of the 
House. The Committee on Appropria-
tions responded with the funding of 
these accounts, and now we see that 
those accounts were savaged. This was 
a promise. This was an account that 
was created for the acquisition of these 
lands, both federally and locally. That 
account has several billion dollars in it 
in surplus, and yet we see what hap-
pens; those accounts were taken down 
from $450 million on the Federal side 
and $450 million on the state side. 

It is just unacceptable, because what 
do these Federal dollars do at the local 
level? They attract corporate money, 
they attract foundation money, local 
people make contributions. The fast-
est-growing organizations in the envi-
ronmental movement are land trusts 
where communities come together to 
try to protect the natural assets of 
their communities, to protect the val-
ues in their communities, to create 
open space so that people can enjoy a 
quality of life. That is what those Fed-
eral dollars do. They are all matched at 
the local level. 
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Now we see instead of $450 million, 

we are going to have around $100 mil-
lion. It is breaking a promise. It is 
breaking a promise with the people of 
this country. We tried to offer, the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) and 
the gentleman from Washington (Mr. 
DICKS) were going to offer an amend-
ment; but it would not be made in 
order to restore the funding for those 
accounts. And those accounts should be 
restored in toto. 

Maybe what we should do is we 
should object to every suspension bill 
where a Member of the Republican 
Party is asking to acquire additional 
land. I sit on the Committee on Re-
sources; and we pass bill after bill 
where Members of the other party want 
to acquire land, another 10 acres, an-
other 20 acres, move the boundary east, 
west, add to this national park, add to 
this wilderness area. Why do they do 
that? Because the communities they 
represent want this done. They are re-
sponding to the desires of their con-
stituents. And now instead of $450 mil-
lion being available, there will be $100 
million. If the Republicans dislike the 
program this much, they should not 
put in any more requests. There should 
at least be enough money in this bill to 
fund the Republican requests for land 
acquisition. That ought to be the min-
imum.

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
I yield to the gentleman from Wash-
ington. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I ask the 
gentleman if it is true that the Presi-
dent of the United States when he ran 
for President said we were going to 
have full funding of the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund, $450 million 
for Federal, $450 million for state-side, 
and now we are down at $197 million for 
both programs? 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Chairman, that was his promise 
during the campaign, and it was his 
promise after he was elected. He was 
asked by the supporters of CARA in the 
campaign. I hate to say this, but he en-
dorsed the bill and the concept and the 
money before the Democratic nominee 
did. He was out there saying this is im-
portant. Why? Because he understands 
this is community-driven. This is the 
best in our Federal system. Local peo-
ple have these needs; they have raised 
local money. The Federal Government 
provides a catalyst from an account 
that was set aside specifically for that 
purpose. The gentleman has done an in-
credible job on these conservation ac-
counts over the last several years, but 
now all of a sudden it looks like they 
just got in the car and drove over the 
cliff on this one. 

We will see who puts in the requests 
for the dollars. So no more Federal 
land, and yet bill after bill is passed 
out of the Committee on Resources, 
and then the Committee on Appropria-
tions is supposed to fund it. 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself such time as 
I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I was a member of the 
Subcommittee on the Interior, was not 
a member of this agreement that Mem-
bers are talking about being made. No 
Congress can bind another Congress to 
an agreement because each Congress 
changes. 

I would point out that given our 
funds, we have done a great deal in the 
area of conservation spending. We are 
putting in more than $1 billion in this 
program. In addition, we have spending 
categories that were not even estab-
lished in 2001, and there are many bil-
lions of dollars in this bill that address 
conservation. Neither this administra-
tion nor this committee has failed in 
our effort to address the question of 
conservation. We have, however, tried 
to balance the bill given the fact that 
we have a deficit this year. 

I am sure the gentleman will soon be 
addressing us and criticizing us in a 
few months about the deficit. This is 
the only time we can address it in our 
appropriations area. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
GILCHREST) for a colloquy. 

Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise to engage the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. TAYLOR), the 
chairman of the subcommittee, in a 
colloquy regarding the eradication and 
control of exotic, invasive nutria 
through a partnership of Federal and 
State agencies and private organiza-
tions in Maryland. 

I would like to thank the chairman 
for including funding for the Maryland 
Nutria Eradication and Control Act 
within the national wildlife refuge op-
erations and maintenance budget. In 
the Chesapeake Bay, both the 
Blackwater National Wildlife Refuge 
and the Chesapeake Bay field office are 
partners in the Nutria Eradication and 
Control Project management team 
with other Federal agencies, the State 
of Maryland, and private landowners 
around the refuge. It covers over 60,000 
acres of marsh, and it has been a 5-year 
program. 

Funds made available for this project 
have been authorized by Public Laws 
105–322 and 108–16, which specify that, 
‘‘In the State of Maryland, the Sec-
retary shall require that the program 
consist of management, research, and 
public education activities carried out 
in accordance with the document pub-
lished by the United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service entitled ’Eradication 
Strategies for Nutria in the Chesa-
peake and Delaware Bay Watersheds,’’’ 
dated March 2002. 

This strategy describes a comprehen-
sive approach to nutria eradication on 
the Blackwater National Wildlife Ref-
uge and the surrounding areas. We 
have lost over 7,000 acres of marshland 
up to this point from this invasive spe-
cies. 

In the past few years, Maryland nu-
tria eradication funds were appro-

priated and administered through the 
Partners for Fish and Wildlife Pro-
gram, and this ensured that the project 
funding was not limited to use on the 
refuge. The refuge receives separate 
funds directly for use on the refuge sys-
tem. 

The interior appropriations bill we 
are considering today includes gen-
erous funds for the current nutria 
project for this year, but the funds are 
entirely within the budget of the 
Blackwater National Wildlife Refuge. 
It is vital that funds be applied to the 
entire project so that USDA trappers 
can be compensated and the Fish and 
Wildlife Service can procure and main-
tain the necessary equipment and fa-
cilities on the refuge and continue to 
support the Nutria Eradication and 
Control Project. 

Is it the understanding of the chair-
man that the service, through the 
Blackwater National Wildlife Refuge, 
should continue to support the Nutria 
Eradication and Control Project in 
Maryland, as authorized, throughout 
the 60,000 acres impacted by nutria as 
well as on the refuge itself?

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GILCHREST. I yield to the gen-
tleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank the gentleman for 
his interest in the Chesapeake Bay and 
his leadership in addressing the threat 
posed by invasive species to our public. 
The committee intends that the funds 
appropriated for the Nutria Eradi-
cation and Control Project in Maryland 
be applied to the eradication strategy, 
as authorized, and not to be limited to 
activities within the boundaries of the 
refuge. 

Mr. GILCHREST. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for his attention 
to this issue. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. HALL). 

(Mr. HALL asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. HALL. Mr. Chairman, with the 
House scheduled to consider the inte-
rior appropriations bill for 2004, I want-
ed to take a minute to urge my col-
leagues to consider for a moment the 
important research and development 
programs administered by the Depart-
ment of Energy that are funded in this 
bill. 

R&D in areas such as clean coal tech-
nology, fuel cells, highly-efficient gas 
turbines, and integrated gasification 
combined cycle power plants ensure 
that power plants can run cleaner and 
more efficiently, allowing us to meet 
ever-increasing demands on power gen-
erators. Equally important are en-
hanced recovery technologies for oil 
and natural gas which enable us to con-
tinue to fuel our cars and heat our 
homes. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that dollar 
for dollar, these programs may be the 
very best investment this country can 
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make to sustain and strengthen our 
Nation’s economy, bar none. As the 
ranking member of the Committee on 
Science, I congratulate the Sub-
committee on the Interior and Related 
Agencies for increasing the fossil en-
ergy funding by $99 million over the 
President’s request. However, as much 
as this increase is, it is still below the 
levels appropriated last year. I remain 
concerned about the folks at OMB. I 
urge my colleagues to support the bill 
as reported out of the Committee on 
Appropriations.

b 1830 
Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 

Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. WALDEN). 

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Mr. Chair-
man, I would like to engage the gen-
tleman from North Carolina in a col-
loquy regarding the Steens Mountain 
Cooperative Management Protection 
Act of 2000 as it relates to access to pri-
vate inholdings. 

Mr. Chairman, I am concerned that 
the Bureau of Land Management needs 
to be reminded of its responsibilities to 
provide for the continuation of normal 
and generally used modes of access to 
private inholdings. This is especially 
important now because the Bureau of 
Land Management is in the process of 
finalizing its land management plans 
for the Steens Mountain Cooperative 
Management and Protection Area. I 
ask for the gentleman’s assistance in 
this matter. 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. I yield to 
the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Let 
me assure the gentleman that I will 
convey his concerns to the Department 
of the Interior. I agree with his assess-
ment of the situation relating to access 
to private inholdings. 

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Mr. Chair-
man, I believe that management con-
cerns should be addressed through ac-
quisition exchanges and ask for the 
gentleman’s help in this area as well. 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. 
Within the current budget constraints 
we will do our best to address the gen-
tleman’s concerns. 

Mr. WALDEN of Oregon. Mr. Chair-
man, I appreciate that and thank the 
gentleman for his work. 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield myself such time as 
I may consume. 

We have a lot of concerns about all 
legislation that comes before Congress. 
There is never enough money, we feel, 
to spend all the money for all the needs 
that we have. This year we have a def-
icit. We have a balanced bill in this In-
terior bill. We think it addresses ade-
quately all concerns within our ability 
to spend. I want to thank the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. DICKS) 
and the committee, both the majority 
and the minority, for the work that 
they have done on this. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill.

Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of H.R. 2691, the Department of the 
Interior and Related Agencies Appropriations 
Act for Fiscal Year 2004 and at this time I 
want to thank the Chairman of the Sub-
committee on Interior Appropriations and the 
Ranking Member for bringing this bill to the 
floor. I also want to thank Chairman BILL 
YOUNG and Ranking Member DAVID OBEY of 
the full committee for their leadership and sup-
port. 

H.R. 2691 appropriates funding for the De-
partment of the Interior and other related 
agencies including the Office of Insular Affairs. 
The Office of Insular Affairs (OIA) was estab-
lished on August 4, 1995 through Secretarial 
Order No. 3191. In part, the OIA was estab-
lished to help the U.S. government fulfill its re-
sponsibilities to the four U.S. territories (Amer-
ican Samoa, Guam, the U.S. Virgin Islands 
and the Commonwealth of the Northern Mar-
iana Islands) and the three freely associated 
states (the Federated States of Micronesia, 
the Republic of the Marshall Islands, and the 
Republic of Palau). 

Territorial assistance provided by the OIA as 
appropriated through Congress provides sub-
stantial financial resources to these govern-
ments, including the government of American 
Samoa. Once again, I am pleased that my col-
leagues have supported my efforts to make 
sure that American Samoa’s funding remains 
in place despite the budget cuts this country is 
facing and despite our nation’s need to in-
crease funding for the war on terrorism. 

More than 100 years ago, the traditional 
leaders of American Samoa ceded their is-
lands to the United States and our sons and 
daughters have served in record numbers in 
every U.S. military engagement from WWII to 
present operations in our war against terror-
ists. The people of American Samoa have 
stood by the United States in good times and 
bad and to this day American Samoa serves 
as a refueling point for U.S. naval ships and 
military aircraft. 

While I understand the need for budget 
cuts, I want to thank my colleagues for also 
understanding and supporting the needs of 
American Samoa. I thank my colleagues, both 
Republican and Democrat, for favorably sup-
porting my efforts to keep American Samoa’s 
funding in place. This funding will help Amer-
ican Samoa improve its infrastructure and ad-
dress its critical education, health care and 
transportation needs. I urge my colleagues to 
support this bill.

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. All time for general 
debate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5-
minute rule. 

During consideration of the bill for 
amendment, the Chair may accord pri-
ority in recognition to a Member offer-
ing an amendment that he or she has 
printed in the designated place in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Those amend-
ments will be considered read. 

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows:

H.R. 2691
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, That the following sums 

are appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
Department of the Interior and related agen-
cies for the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2004, and for other purposes, namely:

TITLE I—DEPARTMENT OF THE 
INTERIOR 

BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT 
MANAGEMENT OF LANDS AND RESOURCES 

For necessary expenses for protection, use, 
improvement, development, disposal, cadas-
tral surveying, classification, acquisition of 
easements and other interests in lands, and 
performance of other functions, including 
maintenance of facilities, as authorized by 
law, in the management of lands and their 
resources under the jurisdiction of the Bu-
reau of Land Management, including the 
general administration of the Bureau, and 
assessment of mineral potential of public 
lands pursuant to Public Law 96–487 (16 
U.S.C. 3150(a)), $834,088,000, to remain avail-
able until expended, of which $1,000,000 is for 
high priority projects, to be carried out by 
the Youth Conservation Corps; $2,222,000 is 
for assessment of the mineral potential of 
public lands in Alaska pursuant to section 
1010 of Public Law 96–487; (16 U.S.C. 3150); and 
of which not to exceed $1,000,000 shall be de-
rived from the special receipt account estab-
lished by the Land and Water Conservation 
Act of 1965, as amended (16 U.S.C. 460l–6a(i)); 
and $3,000,000 shall be available in fiscal year 
2004 subject to a match by at least an equal 
amount by the National Fish and Wildlife 
Foundation for cost-shared projects sup-
porting conservation of Bureau lands; and 
such funds shall be advanced to the Founda-
tion as a lump sum grant without regard to 
when expenses are incurred; in addition, 
$32,696,000 is for Mining Law Administration 
program operations, including the cost of ad-
ministering the mining claim fee program; 
to remain available until expended, to be re-
duced by amounts collected by the Bureau 
and credited to this appropriation from an-
nual mining claim fees so as to result in a 
final appropriation estimated at not more 
than $834,088,000, and $2,000,000, to remain 
available until expended, from communica-
tion site rental fees established by the Bu-
reau for the cost of administering commu-
nication site activities: Provided, That ap-
propriations herein made shall not be avail-
able for the destruction of healthy, 
unadopted, wild horses and burros in the 
care of the Bureau or its contractors.

WILDLAND FIRE MANAGEMENT 
For necessary expenses for fire prepared-

ness, suppression operations, fire science and 
research, emergency rehabilitation, haz-
ardous fuels reduction, and rural fire assist-
ance by the Department of the Interior, 
$698,725,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, of which not to exceed $12,374,000 
shall be for the renovation or construction of 
fire facilities: Provided, That such funds are 
also available for repayment of advances to 
other appropriation accounts from which 
funds were previously transferred for such 
purposes: Provided further, That persons 
hired pursuant to 43 U.S.C. 1469 may be fur-
nished subsistence and lodging without cost 
from funds available from this appropria-
tion: Provided further, That notwithstanding 
42 U.S.C. 1856d, sums received by a bureau or 
office of the Department of the Interior for 
fire protection rendered pursuant to 42 
U.S.C. 1856 et seq., protection of United 
States property, may be credited to the ap-
propriation from which funds were expended 
to provide that protection, and are available 
without fiscal year limitation: Provided fur-
ther, That using the amounts designated 
under this title of this Act, the Secretary of 
the Interior may enter into procurement 
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contracts, grants, or cooperative agree-
ments, for hazardous fuels reduction activi-
ties, and for training and monitoring associ-
ated with such hazardous fuels reduction ac-
tivities, on Federal land, or on adjacent non-
Federal land for activities that benefit re-
sources on Federal land: Provided further, 
That the costs of implementing any coopera-
tive agreement between the Federal Govern-
ment and any non-Federal entity may be 
shared, as mutually agreed on by the af-
fected parties: Provided further, That in en-
tering into such grants or cooperative agree-
ments, the Secretary may consider the en-
hancement of local and small business em-
ployment opportunities for rural commu-
nities, and that in entering into procurement 
contracts under this heading on a best value 
basis, the Secretary may take into account 
the ability of an entity to enhance local and 
small business employment opportunities in 
rural communities, and that the Secretary 
may award procurement contracts, grants, 
or cooperative agreements under this head-
ing to entities that include local non-profit 
entities, Youth Conservation Corps or re-
lated partnerships, or small or disadvantaged 
businesses: Provided further, That funds ap-
propriated under this head may be used to 
reimburse the United States Fish and Wild-
life Service and the National Marine Fish-
eries Service for the costs of carrying out 
their responsibilities under the Endangered 
Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) to 
consult and conference, as required by sec-
tion 7 of such Act in connection with 
wildland fire management activities: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary of the Inte-
rior may use wildland fire appropriations to 
enter into non-competitive sole source leases 
of real property with local governments, at 
or below fair market value, to construct cap-
italized improvements for fire facilities on 
such leased properties, including but not 
limited to fire guard stations, retardant sta-
tions, and other initial attack and fire sup-
port facilities, and to make advance pay-
ments for any such lease or for construction 
activity associated with the lease: Provided 
further, That the Secretary of the Interior 
and the Secretary of Agriculture may au-
thorize the transfer of funds appropriated for 
wildland fire management, in an aggregate 
amount not to exceed $12,000,000, between the 
Departments when such transfers would fa-
cilitate and expedite jointly funded wildland 
fire management programs and projects: Pro-
vided further, That funds provided for wildfire 
suppression shall be available for support of 
Federal emergency response actions.

CENTRAL HAZARDOUS MATERIALS FUND 
For necessary expenses of the Department 

of the Interior and any of its component of-
fices and bureaus for the remedial action, in-
cluding associated activities, of hazardous 
waste substances, pollutants, or contami-
nants pursuant to the Comprehensive Envi-
ronmental Response, Compensation, and Li-
ability Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 9601 et 
seq.), $9,978,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That notwithstanding 31 
U.S.C. 3302, sums recovered from or paid by 
a party in advance of or as reimbursement 
for remedial action or response activities 
conducted by the Department pursuant to 
section 107 or 113(f) of such Act, shall be 
credited to this account, to be available 
until expended without further appropria-
tion: Provided further, That such sums recov-
ered from or paid by any party are not lim-
ited to monetary payments and may include 
stocks, bonds or other personal or real prop-
erty, which may be retained, liquidated, or 
otherwise disposed of by the Secretary and 
which shall be credited to this account.

CONSTRUCTION 
For construction of buildings, recreation 

facilities, roads, trails, and appurtenant fa-

cilities, $10,976,000, to remain available until 
expended.

LAND ACQUISITION 
For expenses necessary to carry out sec-

tions 205, 206, and 318(d) of Public Law 94–579, 
including administrative expenses and acqui-
sition of lands or waters, or interests there-
in, $14,000,000, to be derived from the Land 
and Water Conservation Fund, and to remain 
available until expended.

AMENDMENTS OFFERED BY MR. OBEY 
Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

amendments. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair notes 

that the amendments address a portion 
of the bill not yet read for amendment 
and appear not to invoke clause 2(f) of 
rule XXI. Does the gentleman ask 
unanimous consent for their consider-
ation at this point in the reading? 

Mr. OBEY. Yes, Mr. Chairman, I do. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 

to the request of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will re-

port the amendments. 
The Clerk read as follows:
Amendments offered by Mr. OBEY:
On page 7, line 13, strike $14,000,000 and in-

sert $49,920,000. 
On page 14, line 8, strike $23,058,000 and in-

sert $99,135,000. 
On page 25, line 24, strike $131,154,000 and 

insert $330,117,000. 
On page 97, line 17, strike $29,288,000 and in-

sert $149,742,000. 
On page 17, line 12, strike $75,000,000 and in-

sert $100,000,000. 
On page 16, line 11, strike $24,560,000 and in-

sert $43,500,000. 
On page 91, line 3, strike $290,758,000 and in-

sert $335,272,000. 
On page 22, line 23, strike $71,000,000 and in-

sert $90,000,000. 
On page 23, line 1, strike $30,000,000 and in-

sert $34,000,000. 
On page 22, line 17, strike $305,000,000 and 

insert $30,000,000. 
On page 90, after line 9, add a new General 

Provision as follows: 
SEC. lll. In the case of taxpayers with 

adjusted gross income in excess of $1,000,000 
for the tax year beginning in 2003, the 
amount of tax reduction resulting from en-
actment of the Jobs and Growth Tax Relief 
Reconciliation Act of 2003 (Pub. L. 108–27) 
shall be reduced by 3.21 percent.

Mr. OBEY (during the reading). Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the amendments be considered as 
read and printed in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 

Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Points of order are 
reserved. 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I have al-
ready described in my previous re-
marks the content of this amendment. 
This amendment seeks to restore fund-
ing consistent with the agreement that 
the Congress entered into 3 years ago 
with respect to the conservation pro-
grams that I cited earlier. The rule 
that was adopted for consideration of 
this bill did not protect this amend-

ment from a point of order. Nonethe-
less, I would like to proceed. 

It is up to the majority to decide 
whether they want to exercise their 
ability under the rule to preclude the 
consideration of this amendment by 
objecting. I would hope they would not 
because I think that it is in the inter-
est of this House to keep its word and 
I think it is in the interest of this 
country to fund these conservation 
programs. But if the gentleman does 
lodge a point of order against the 
amendment, I will have to readily con-
cede the point of order. 

POINT OF ORDER 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 

from North Carolina insist on his point 
of order? 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I make a point of order 
against the amendment because it pro-
poses to change existing law and con-
stitutes legislation in an appropria-
tions bill and, therefore, violates 
clause 2 of rule XXI. 

I ask for a ruling from the Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 

from Wisconsin wish to be heard on the 
point of order? 

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Chairman, I regret 
that the point of order has been lodged 
because I think the committee ought 
to live up to its word, but I concede the 
point of order in light of the rule 
adopted by the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order 
is conceded and, therefore, sustained.

The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows:

OREGON AND CALIFORNIA GRANT LANDS 
For expenses necessary for management, 

protection, and development of resources and 
for construction, operation, and mainte-
nance of access roads, reforestation, and 
other improvements on the revested Oregon 
and California Railroad grant lands, on other 
Federal lands in the Oregon and California 
land-grant counties of Oregon, and on adja-
cent rights-of-way; and acquisition of lands 
or interests therein, including existing con-
necting roads on or adjacent to such grant 
lands; $106,672,000 to remain available until 
expended: Provided, That 25 percent of the 
aggregate of all receipts during the current 
fiscal year from the revested Oregon and 
California Railroad grant lands is hereby 
made a charge against the Oregon and Cali-
fornia land-grant fund and shall be trans-
ferred to the General Fund in the Treasury 
in accordance with the second paragraph of 
subsection (b) of title II of the Act of August 
28, 1937 (50 Stat. 876).

FOREST ECOSYSTEMS HEALTH AND RECOVERY 
FUND 

(REVOLVING FUND, SPECIAL ACCOUNT) 
In addition to the purposes authorized in 

Public Law 102–381, funds made available in 
the Forest Ecosystem Health and Recovery 
Fund can be used for the purpose of plan-
ning, preparing, implementing and moni-
toring salvage timber sales and forest eco-
system health and recovery activities, such 
as release from competing vegetation and 
density control treatments. The Federal 
share of receipts (defined as the portion of 
salvage timber receipts not paid to the coun-
ties under 43 U.S.C. 1181f and 43 U.S.C. 1181f–
1 et seq., and Public Law 106–393) derived 
from treatments funded by this account 
shall be deposited into the Forest Ecosystem 
Health and Recovery Fund.
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Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 

Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the remainder of the bill through 
page 92, line 14, be considered as read, 
printed in the RECORD, and open to 
amendment at any point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
North Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
The text of the bill from page 8, line 

23, through page 92, line 14, is as fol-
lows:

RANGE IMPROVEMENTS 
For rehabilitation, protection, and acquisi-

tion of lands and interests therein, and im-
provement of Federal rangelands pursuant to 
section 401 of the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701), not-
withstanding any other Act, sums equal to 50 
percent of all moneys received during the 
prior fiscal year under sections 3 and 15 of 
the Taylor Grazing Act (43 U.S.C. 315 et seq.) 
and the amount designated for range im-
provements from grazing fees and mineral 
leasing receipts from Bankhead-Jones lands 
transferred to the Department of the Inte-
rior pursuant to law, but not less than 
$10,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That not to exceed $600,000 
shall be available for administrative ex-
penses.
SERVICE CHARGES, DEPOSITS, AND FORFEITURES 

For administrative expenses and other 
costs related to processing application docu-
ments and other authorizations for use and 
disposal of public lands and resources, for 
costs of providing copies of official public 
land documents, for monitoring construc-
tion, operation, and termination of facilities 
in conjunction with use authorizations, and 
for rehabilitation of damaged property, such 
amounts as may be collected under Public 
Law 94–579, as amended, and Public Law 93–
153, to remain available until expended: Pro-
vided, That notwithstanding any provision to 
the contrary of section 305(a) of Public Law 
94–579 (43 U.S.C. 1735(a)), any moneys that 
have been or will be received pursuant to 
that section, whether as a result of for-
feiture, compromise, or settlement, if not 
appropriate for refund pursuant to section 
305(c) of that Act (43 U.S.C. 1735(c)), shall be 
available and may be expended under the au-
thority of this Act by the Secretary to im-
prove, protect, or rehabilitate any public 
lands administered through the Bureau of 
Land Management which have been damaged 
by the action of a resource developer, pur-
chaser, permittee, or any unauthorized per-
son, without regard to whether all moneys 
collected from each such action are used on 
the exact lands damaged which led to the ac-
tion: Provided further, That any such moneys 
that are in excess of amounts needed to re-
pair damage to the exact land for which 
funds were collected may be used to repair 
other damaged public lands.

MISCELLANEOUS TRUST FUNDS 
In addition to amounts authorized to be 

expended under existing laws, there is hereby 
appropriated such amounts as may be con-
tributed under section 307 of the Act of Octo-
ber 21, 1976 (43 U.S.C. 1701), and such amounts 
as may be advanced for administrative costs, 
surveys, appraisals, and costs of making con-
veyances of omitted lands under section 
211(b) of that Act, to remain available until 
expended.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 
Appropriations for the Bureau of Land 

Management shall be available for purchase, 
erection, and dismantlement of temporary 
structures, and alteration and maintenance 

of necessary buildings and appurtenant fa-
cilities to which the United States has title; 
up to $100,000 for payments, at the discretion 
of the Secretary, for information or evidence 
concerning violations of laws administered 
by the Bureau; miscellaneous and emergency 
expenses of enforcement activities author-
ized or approved by the Secretary and to be 
accounted for solely on her certificate, not 
to exceed $10,000: Provided, That notwith-
standing 44 U.S.C. 501, the Bureau may, 
under cooperative cost-sharing and partner-
ship arrangements authorized by law, pro-
cure printing services from cooperators in 
connection with jointly produced publica-
tions for which the cooperators share the 
cost of printing either in cash or in services, 
and the Bureau determines the cooperator is 
capable of meeting accepted quality stand-
ards: Provided further, That section 28 of title 
30, United States Code, is amended: (1) in 
section 28f(a), by striking ‘‘for years 2002 
through 2003’’ and inserting in lieu thereof 
‘‘for years 2004 through 2008’’; and (2) in sec-
tion 28g, by striking ‘‘and before September 
30, 2003’’ and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘and 
before September 30, 2008’’.

UNITED STATES FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT 

For necessary expenses of the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service, as author-
ized by law, and for scientific and economic 
studies, maintenance of the herd of long-
horned cattle on the Wichita Mountains 
Wildlife Refuge, general administration, and 
for the performance of other authorized func-
tions related to such resources by direct ex-
penditure, contracts, grants, cooperative 
agreements and reimbursable agreements 
with public and private entities, $959,901,000, 
to remain available until September 30, 2005, 
except as otherwise provided herein: Pro-
vided, That not less than $2,000,000 shall be 
provided to local governments in southern 
California for planning associated with the 
Natural Communities Conservation Planning 
(NCCP) program and shall remain available 
until expended: Provided further, That 
$2,000,000 is for high priority projects, which 
shall be carried out by the Youth Conserva-
tion Corps: Provided further, That not to ex-
ceed $12,286,000 shall be used for imple-
menting subsections (a), (b), (c), and (e) of 
section 4 of the Endangered Species Act, as 
amended, for species that are indigenous to 
the United States (except for processing peti-
tions, developing and issuing proposed and 
final regulations, and taking any other steps 
to implement actions described in subsection 
(c)(2)(A), (c)(2)(B)(i), or (c)(2)(B)(ii)), of which 
not to exceed $8,900,000 shall be used for any 
activity regarding the designation of critical 
habitat, pursuant to subsection (a)(3), ex-
cluding litigation support, for species al-
ready listed pursuant to subsection (a)(1) as 
of the date of enactment this Act: Provided 
further, That of the amount available for law 
enforcement, up to $400,000 to remain avail-
able until expended, may at the discretion of 
the Secretary be used for payment for infor-
mation, rewards, or evidence concerning vio-
lations of laws administered by the Service, 
and miscellaneous and emergency expenses 
of enforcement activity, authorized or ap-
proved by the Secretary and to be accounted 
for solely on her certificate: Provided further, 
That of the amount provided for environ-
mental contaminants, up to $1,000,000 may 
remain available until expended for contami-
nant sample analyses.

CONSTRUCTION 

For construction, improvement, acquisi-
tion, or removal of buildings and other fa-
cilities required in the conservation, man-
agement, investigation, protection, and uti-
lization of fishery and wildlife resources, and 

the acquisition of lands and interests there-
in; $52,718,000, to remain available until ex-
pended.

LAND ACQUISITION 
For expenses necessary to carry out the 

Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 
1965, as amended (16 U.S.C. 460l–4 through 11), 
including administrative expenses, and for 
acquisition of land or waters, or interest 
therein, in accordance with statutory au-
thority applicable to the United States Fish 
and Wildlife Service, $23,058,000, to be derived 
from the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund, and to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That none of the funds ap-
propriated for specific land acquisition 
projects can be used to pay for any adminis-
trative overhead, planning or other manage-
ment costs.

LANDOWNER INCENTIVE PROGRAM 
For expenses necessary to carry out the 

Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 
1965, as amended (16 U.S.C. 460l–4 through 11), 
including administrative expenses, and for 
private conservation efforts to be carried out 
on private lands, $40,000,000, to be derived 
from the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund, and to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That the amount provided 
herein is for a Landowner Incentive Program 
established by the Secretary that provides 
matching, competitively awarded grants to 
States, the District of Columbia, Tribes, 
Puerto Rico, Guam, the United States Virgin 
Islands, the Northern Mariana Islands, and 
American Samoa, to establish or supplement 
existing landowner incentive programs that 
provide technical and financial assistance, 
including habitat protection and restoration, 
to private landowners for the protection and 
management of habitat to benefit federally 
listed, proposed, candidate, or other at-risk 
species on private lands.

STEWARDSHIP GRANTS 
For expenses necessary to carry out the 

Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 
1965, as amended (16 U.S.C. 460l–4 through 11), 
including administrative expenses, and for 
private conservation efforts to be carried out 
on private lands, $10,000,000, to be derived 
from the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund, and to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That the amount provided 
herein is for a Stewardship Grants Program 
established by the Secretary to provide 
grants and other assistance to individuals 
and groups engaged in private conservation 
efforts that benefit federally listed, pro-
posed, candidate, or other at-risk species.

COOPERATIVE ENDANGERED SPECIES 
CONSERVATION FUND 

For expenses necessary to carry out sec-
tion 6 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 
(16 U.S.C. 1531–1543), as amended, $86,614,000, 
of which $36,614,000 is to be derived from the 
Cooperative Endangered Species Conserva-
tion Fund and $50,000,000 is to be derived 
from the Land and Water Conservation Fund 
and to remain available until expended.

NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE FUND 
For expenses necessary to implement the 

Act of October 17, 1978 (16 U.S.C. 715s), 
$14,414,000.

NORTH AMERICAN WETLANDS CONSERVATION 
FUND 

For expenses necessary to carry out the 
provisions of the North American Wetlands 
Conservation Act, Public Law 101–233, as 
amended, $24,560,000, to remain available 
until expended.
NEOTROPICAL MIGRATORY BIRD CONSERVATION 
For financial assistance for projects to pro-

mote the conservation of neotropical migra-
tory birds in accordance with the 
Neotropical Migratory Bird Conservation 
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Act, Public Law 106–247 (16 U.S.C. 6101–6109), 
$5,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended.

MULTINATIONAL SPECIES CONSERVATION FUND 
For expenses necessary to carry out the 

African Elephant Conservation Act (16 U.S.C. 
4201–4203, 4211–4213, 4221–4225, 4241–4245, and 
1538), the Asian Elephant Conservation Act 
of 1997 (Public Law 105–96; 16 U.S.C. 4261–
4266), the Rhinoceros and Tiger Conservation 
Act of 1994 (16 U.S.C. 5301–5306), and the 
Great Ape Conservation Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 
6301), $5,000,000, to remain available until ex-
pended.

STATE AND TRIBAL WILDLIFE GRANTS 
For wildlife conservation grants to States 

and to the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, 
Guam, the United States Virgin Islands, the 
Northern Mariana Islands, American Samoa, 
and federally recognized Indian tribes under 
the provisions of the Fish and Wildlife Act of 
1956 and the Fish and Wildlife Coordination 
Act, for the development and implementa-
tion of programs for the benefit of wildlife 
and their habitat, including species that are 
not hunted or fished, $75,000,000 to be derived 
from the Land and Water Conservation 
Fund, and to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That of the amount pro-
vided herein, $6,000,000 is for a competitive 
grant program for Indian tribes not subject 
to the remaining provisions of this appro-
priation: Provided further, That the Secretary 
shall, after deducting said $6,000,000 and ad-
ministrative expenses, apportion the amount 
provided herein in the following manner: (A) 
to the District of Columbia and to the Com-
monwealth of Puerto Rico, each a sum equal 
to not more than one-half of 1 percent there-
of; and (B) to Guam, American Samoa, the 
United States Virgin Islands, and the Com-
monwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, 
each a sum equal to not more than one-
fourth of 1 percent thereof: Provided further, 
That the Secretary shall apportion the re-
maining amount in the following manner: 
(A) one-third of which is based on the ratio 
to which the land area of such State bears to 
the total land area of all such States; and (B) 
two-thirds of which is based on the ratio to 
which the population of such State bears to 
the total population of all such States: Pro-
vided further, That the amounts apportioned 
under this paragraph shall be adjusted equi-
tably so that no State shall be apportioned a 
sum which is less than 1 percent of the 
amount available for apportionment under 
this paragraph for any fiscal year or more 
than 5 percent of such amount: Provided fur-
ther, That the Federal share of planning 
grants shall not exceed 75 percent of the 
total costs of such projects and the Federal 
share of implementation grants shall not ex-
ceed 50 percent of the total costs of such 
projects: Provided further, That the non-Fed-
eral share of such projects may not be de-
rived from Federal grant programs: Provided 
further, That no State, territory, or other ju-
risdiction shall receive a grant unless it has 
developed, or committed to develop by Octo-
ber 1, 2005, a comprehensive wildlife con-
servation plan, consistent with criteria es-
tablished by the Secretary of the Interior, 
that considers the broad range of the State, 
territory, or other jurisdiction’s wildlife and 
associated habitats, with appropriate pri-
ority placed on those species with the great-
est conservation need and taking into con-
sideration the relative level of funding avail-
able for the conservation of those species: 
Provided further, That any amount appor-
tioned in 2004 to any State, territory, or 
other jurisdiction that remains unobligated 
as of September 30, 2005, shall be reappor-
tioned, together with funds appropriated in 
2006, in the manner provided herein: Provided 
further, That balances from amounts pre-

viously appropriated under the heading 
‘‘State Wildlife Grants’’ shall be transferred 
to and merged with this appropriation and 
shall remain available until expended.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 
Appropriations and funds available to the 

United States Fish and Wildlife Service shall 
be available for purchase of not to exceed 157 
passenger motor vehicles, of which 142 are 
for replacement only (including 33 for police-
type use); repair of damage to public roads 
within and adjacent to reservation areas 
caused by operations of the Service; options 
for the purchase of land at not to exceed $1 
for each option; facilities incident to such 
public recreational uses on conservation 
areas as are consistent with their primary 
purpose; and the maintenance and improve-
ment of aquaria, buildings, and other facili-
ties under the jurisdiction of the Service and 
to which the United States has title, and 
which are used pursuant to law in connec-
tion with management, and investigation of 
fish and wildlife resources: Provided, That 
notwithstanding 44 U.S.C. 501, the Service 
may, under cooperative cost sharing and 
partnership arrangements authorized by law, 
procure printing services from cooperators 
in connection with jointly produced publica-
tions for which the cooperators share at 
least one-half the cost of printing either in 
cash or services and the Service determines 
the cooperator is capable of meeting accept-
ed quality standards: Provided further, That 
the Service may accept donated aircraft as 
replacements for existing aircraft: Provided 
further, That notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, the Secretary of the Interior 
may not spend any of the funds appropriated 
in this Act for the purchase of lands or inter-
ests in lands to be used in the establishment 
of any new unit of the National Wildlife Ref-
uge System unless the purchase is approved 
in advance by the House and Senate Commit-
tees on Appropriations in compliance with 
the reprogramming procedures contained in 
the House Report accompanying this Act.

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
OPERATION OF THE NATIONAL PARK SYSTEM 
For expenses necessary for the manage-

ment, operation, and maintenance of areas 
and facilities administered by the National 
Park Service (including special road mainte-
nance service to trucking permittees on a re-
imbursable basis), and for the general admin-
istration of the National Park Service, 
$1,636,882,000 of which $10,887,000 is for plan-
ning and interagency coordination in sup-
port of Everglades restoration and shall re-
main available until expended; of which 
$98,480,000, to remain available until Sep-
tember 30, 2005, is for maintenance, repair or 
rehabilitation projects for constructed as-
sets, operation of the National Park Service 
automated facility management software 
system, and comprehensive facility condi-
tion assessments; and of which $2,000,000 is 
for the Youth Conservation Corps for high 
priority projects: Provided, That the only 
funds in this account which may be made 
available to support United States Park Po-
lice are those funds approved for emergency 
law and order incidents pursuant to estab-
lished National Park Service procedures, 
those funds needed to maintain and repair 
United States Park Police administrative fa-
cilities, and those funds necessary to reim-
burse the United States Park Police account 
for the unbudgeted overtime and travel costs 
associated with special events for an amount 
not to exceed $10,000 per event subject to the 
review and concurrence of the Washington 
headquarters office.

UNITED STATES PARK POLICE 
For expenses necessary to carry out the 

programs of the United States Park Police, 
$78,859,000.

NATIONAL RECREATION AND PRESERVATION 
For expenses necessary to carry out recre-

ation programs, natural programs, cultural 
programs, heritage partnership programs, 
environmental compliance and review, inter-
national park affairs, statutory or contrac-
tual aid for other activities, and grant ad-
ministration, not otherwise provided for, 
$54,924,000: Provided, That none of the funds 
in this or previous Acts for the Rivers, Trails 
and Conservation Assistance Program may 
be used for cooperative agreements or any 
other form of cash grant.

URBAN PARK AND RECREATION FUND 
For expenses necessary to carry out the 

provisions of the Urban Park and Recreation 
Recovery Act of 1978 (16 U.S.C. 2501 et seq.), 
$305,000, to remain available until expended.

HISTORIC PRESERVATION FUND 
For expenses necessary in carrying out the 

Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amend-
ed (16 U.S.C. 470), and the Omnibus Parks and 
Public Lands Management Act of 1996 (Pub-
lic Law 104–333), $71,000,000, to be derived 
from the Historic Preservation Fund, to re-
main available until September 30, 2005: Pro-
vided, That of the total amount provided, 
$30,000,000 shall be for Save America’s Treas-
ures for priority preservation projects, of na-
tionally significant sites, structures, and ar-
tifacts: Provided further, That any individual 
Save America’s Treasures grant shall be 
matched by non-Federal funds: Provided fur-
ther, That individual projects shall only be 
eligible for one grant, and all projects to be 
funded shall be approved by the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations and 
the Secretary of the Interior in consultation 
with the President’s Committee on the Arts 
and Humanities prior to the commitment of 
grant funds: Provided further, That Save 
America’s Treasures funds allocated for Fed-
eral projects shall be available by transfer to 
appropriate accounts of individual agencies, 
after approval of such projects by the Sec-
retary of the Interior, in consultation with 
the House and Senate Committees on Appro-
priations and the President’s Committee on 
the Arts and Humanities.

CONSTRUCTION 
For construction, improvements, repair or 

replacement of physical facilities, including 
the modifications authorized by section 104 
of the Everglades National Park Protection 
and Expansion Act of 1989, $303,199,000, to re-
main available until expended: Provided, 
That none of the funds in this or any other 
Act, may be used to pay the salaries and ex-
penses of more than 160 Full Time Equiva-
lent personnel working for the National 
Park Service’s Denver Service Center funded 
under the construction program manage-
ment and operations activity: Provided fur-
ther, That none of the funds provided in this 
or any other Act may be used to pre-design, 
plan, or construct any new facility (includ-
ing visitor centers, curatorial facilities, ad-
ministrative buildings), for which appropria-
tions have not been specifically provided if 
the net construction cost of such facility is 
in excess of $5,000,000, without prior approval 
of the House and Senate Committees on Ap-
propriations: Provided further, That this re-
striction applies to all funds available to the 
National Park Service, including partnership 
and fee demonstration projects: Provided fur-
ther, That no funds appropriated in this Act 
and in any prior Acts for the purpose of im-
plementing the Modified Water Deliveries to 
Everglades National Park Project shall be 
available for expenditure unless the Sec-
retary of the Interior, the Secretary of the 
Army, the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, and the Attorney 
General file a joint report by September 30, 
2003, and every six months thereafter until 
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December 31, 2006, to the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations, the House 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure, the House Committee on Re-
sources and the Senate Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works, indicating that 
the water entering A.R.M. Loxahatchee Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge and Everglades Na-
tional Park meets all applicable State water 
quality standards and numeric criteria 
adopted for phosphorus throughout A.R.M. 
Loxahatchee National Wildlife Refuge and 
Everglades National Park, as well as water 
quality requirements set forth in the Con-
sent Decree entered in United States v. 
South Florida Water Management District, 
and that the House and Senate Committees 
on Appropriations respond in writing to the 
report indicating that the funds are avail-
able for expenditure.

LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION FUND 
(RESCISSION) 

The contract authority provided for fiscal 
year 2004 by 16 U.S.C. 4601–10a is rescinded.

LAND ACQUISITION AND STATE ASSISTANCE 
(INCLUDING TRANSFERS OF FUNDS) 

For expenses necessary to carry out the 
Land and Water Conservation Act of 1965, as 
amended (16 U.S.C. 460l–4 through 11), includ-
ing administrative expenses, and for acquisi-
tion of lands or waters, or interest therein, 
in accordance with the statutory authority 
applicable to the National Park Service, 
$131,154,000, to be derived from the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund and to remain 
available until expended, of which $97,500,000 
is for the State assistance program including 
$2,500,000 to administer this program: Pro-
vided, That none of the funds provided for 
the State assistance program may be used to 
establish a contingency fund: Provided fur-
ther, That notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, the Secretary of the Interior, 
using prior year unobligated funds made 
available under any Act enacted before the 
date of enactment of this Act for land acqui-
sition assistance to the State of Florida for 
the acquisition of lands or water, or inter-
ests therein, within the Everglades water-
shed, shall transfer $5,000,000 to the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service ‘‘Resource 
Management’’ account for the purpose of 
funding water quality monitoring and eradi-
cation of invasive exotic plants at A.R.M. 
Loxahatchee National Wildlife Refuge, as 
well as recovery actions for any listed spe-
cies in the South Florida ecosystem, and 
may transfer such sums as may be deter-
mined necessary by the Secretary of the In-
terior to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
‘‘Construction, General’’ account for the pur-
pose of modifying the construction of Storm 
Water Treatment Area 1 East to include ad-
ditional water quality improvement meas-
ures, such as additional 
compartmentalization, improved flow con-
trol, vegetation management, and other ad-
ditional technologies based upon the rec-
ommendations of the Secretary of the Inte-
rior and the South Florida Water Manage-
ment District, to maximize the treatment ef-
fectiveness of Storm Water Treatment Area 
1 East so that water delivered by Storm 
Water Treatment Area 1 East to A.R.M. 
Loxahatchee National Wildlife Refuge 
achieves State water quality standards, in-
cluding the numeric criterion for phos-
phorus, and that the cost sharing provisions 
of section 528 of the Water Resources Devel-
opment Act of 1996 (110 Stat. 3769) shall apply 
to any funds provided by the Secretary of 
the Interior to the U.S. Army Corps of Engi-
neers for this purpose: Provided further, That, 
subsequent to the transfer of the $5,000,000 to 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the 
transfer of funds, if any, to the U.S. Army 

Corps of Engineers to carry out water qual-
ity improvement measures for Storm Water 
Treatment Area 1 East, if any funds remain 
to be expended after the requirements of 
these provisions have been met, then the 
Secretary of the Interior may transfer, as 
appropriate, and use the remaining funds for 
Everglades restoration activities benefiting 
the lands and resources managed by the De-
partment of the Interior in South Florida, 
subject to the approval by the House and 
Senate Committees on Appropriations of a 
reprogramming request by the Secretary de-
tailing how the remaining funds will be ex-
pended for this purpose.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

Appropriations for the National Park Serv-
ice shall be available for the purchase of not 
to exceed 249 passenger motor vehicles, of 
which 202 shall be for replacement only, in-
cluding not to exceed 193 for police-type use, 
10 buses, and 8 ambulances: Provided, That 
none of the funds appropriated to the Na-
tional Park Service may be used to process 
any grant or contract documents which do 
not include the text of 18 U.S.C. 1913: Pro-
vided further, That none of the funds appro-
priated to the National Park Service may be 
used to implement an agreement for the re-
development of the southern end of Ellis Is-
land until such agreement has been sub-
mitted to the Congress and shall not be im-
plemented prior to the expiration of 30 cal-
endar days (not including any day in which 
either House of Congress is not in session be-
cause of adjournment of more than 3 cal-
endar days to a day certain) from the receipt 
by the Speaker of the House of Representa-
tives and the President of the Senate of a 
full and comprehensive report on the devel-
opment of the southern end of Ellis Island, 
including the facts and circumstances relied 
upon in support of the proposed project. 

None of the funds in this Act may be spent 
by the National Park Service for activities 
taken in direct response to the United Na-
tions Biodiversity Convention. 

The National Park Service may distribute 
to operating units based on the safety record 
of each unit the costs of programs designed 
to improve workplace and employee safety, 
and to encourage employees receiving work-
ers’ compensation benefits pursuant to chap-
ter 81 of title 5, United States Code, to re-
turn to appropriate positions for which they 
are medically able.

UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 

SURVEYS, INVESTIGATIONS, AND RESEARCH 

For expenses necessary for the United 
States Geological Survey to perform sur-
veys, investigations, and research covering 
topography, geology, hydrology, biology, and 
the mineral and water resources of the 
United States, its territories and posses-
sions, and other areas as authorized by 43 
U.S.C. 31, 1332, and 1340; classify lands as to 
their mineral and water resources; give engi-
neering supervision to power permittees and 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission li-
censees; administer the minerals exploration 
program (30 U.S.C. 641); and publish and dis-
seminate data relative to the foregoing ac-
tivities; and to conduct inquiries into the 
economic conditions affecting mining and 
materials processing industries (30 U.S.C. 3, 
21a, and 1603; 50 U.S.C. 98g(1)) and related 
purposes as authorized by law and to publish 
and disseminate data; $935,660,000, of which 
$64,536,000 shall be available only for co-
operation with States or municipalities for 
water resources investigations; and of which 
$15,227,000 shall remain available until ex-
pended for conducting inquiries into the eco-
nomic conditions affecting mining and mate-
rials processing industries; and of which 
$8,000,000 shall remain available until ex-

pended for satellite operations; and of which 
$24,190,000 shall be available until September 
30, 2005, for the operation and maintenance 
of facilities and deferred maintenance; and of 
which $173,349,000 shall be available until 
September 30, 2005, for the biological re-
search activity and the operation of the Co-
operative Research Units: Provided, That 
none of these funds provided for the biologi-
cal research activity shall be used to conduct 
new surveys on private property, unless spe-
cifically authorized in writing by the prop-
erty owner: Provided further, That no part of 
this appropriation shall be used to pay more 
than one-half the cost of topographic map-
ping or water resources data collection and 
investigations carried on in cooperation with 
States and municipalities.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

The amount appropriated for the United 
States Geological Survey shall be available 
for the purchase of not to exceed 53 pas-
senger motor vehicles, of which 48 are for re-
placement only; reimbursement to the Gen-
eral Services Administration for security 
guard services; contracting for the fur-
nishing of topographic maps and for the 
making of geophysical or other specialized 
surveys when it is administratively deter-
mined that such procedures are in the public 
interest; construction and maintenance of 
necessary buildings and appurtenant facili-
ties; acquisition of lands for gauging stations 
and observation wells; expenses of the United 
States National Committee on Geology; and 
payment of compensation and expenses of 
persons on the rolls of the Survey duly ap-
pointed to represent the United States in the 
negotiation and administration of interstate 
compacts: Provided, That activities funded 
by appropriations herein made may be ac-
complished through the use of contracts, 
grants, or cooperative agreements as defined 
in 31 U.S.C. 6302 et seq.: Provided further, 
That notwithstanding the provisions of the 
Federal Grant and Cooperative Agreement 
Act of 1977 (31 U.S.C. 6301–6308), the U.S. Geo-
logical Survey is authorized to continue ex-
isting, and hereafter, to enter into new coop-
erative agreements directed towards a par-
ticular cooperator, in support of joint re-
search and data collection activities with 
Federal, State, and academic partners fund-
ed by appropriations herein, including those 
that provide for space in cooperator facili-
ties.

MINERALS MANAGEMENT SERVICE 

ROYALTY AND OFFSHORE MINERALS 
MANAGEMENT 

For expenses necessary for minerals leas-
ing and environmental studies, regulation of 
industry operations, and collection of royal-
ties, as authorized by law; for enforcing laws 
and regulations applicable to oil, gas, and 
other minerals leases, permits, licenses and 
operating contracts; and for matching grants 
or cooperative agreements; including the 
purchase of not to exceed eight passenger 
motor vehicles for replacement only, 
$164,216,000, of which $80,396,000, shall be 
available for royalty management activities; 
and an amount not to exceed $100,230,000, to 
be credited to this appropriation and to re-
main available until expended, from addi-
tions to receipts resulting from increases to 
rates in effect on August 5, 1993, from rate 
increases to fee collections for Outer Conti-
nental Shelf administrative activities per-
formed by the Minerals Management Service 
(MMS) over and above the rates in effect on 
September 30, 1993, and from additional fees 
for Outer Continental Shelf administrative 
activities established after September 30, 
1993: Provided, That to the extent $100,230,000 
in additions to receipts are not realized from 
the sources of receipts stated above, the 
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amount needed to reach $100,230,000 shall be 
credited to this appropriation from receipts 
resulting from rental rates for Outer Conti-
nental Shelf leases in effect before August 5, 
1993: Provided further, That $3,000,000 for com-
puter acquisitions shall remain available 
until September 30, 2005: Provided further, 
That funds appropriated under this Act shall 
be available for the payment of interest in 
accordance with 30 U.S.C. 1721(b) and (d): 
Provided further, That not to exceed $3,000 
shall be available for reasonable expenses re-
lated to promoting volunteer beach and ma-
rine cleanup activities: Provided further, 
That notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, $15,000 under this heading shall be avail-
able for refunds of overpayments in connec-
tion with certain Indian leases in which the 
Director of MMS concurred with the claimed 
refund due, to pay amounts owed to Indian 
allottees or tribes, or to correct prior unre-
coverable erroneous payments: Provided fur-
ther, That MMS may under the royalty-in-
kind pilot program, or under its authority to 
transfer oil to the Strategic Petroleum Re-
serve, use a portion of the revenues from 
royalty-in-kind sales, without regard to fis-
cal year limitation, to pay for transpor-
tation to wholesale market centers or up-
stream pooling points, and to process or oth-
erwise dispose of royalty production taken in 
kind, and to recover MMS transportation 
costs, salaries, and other administrative 
costs directly related to filling the Strategic 
Petroleum Reserve: Provided further, That 
MMS shall analyze and document the ex-
pected return in advance of any royalty-in-
kind sales to assure to the maximum extent 
practicable that royalty income under the 
pilot program is equal to or greater than 
royalty income recognized under a com-
parable royalty-in-value program.

OIL SPILL RESEARCH 
For necessary expenses to carry out title I, 

section 1016, title IV, sections 4202 and 4303, 
title VII, and title VIII, section 8201 of the 
Oil Pollution Act of 1990, $7,105,000, which 
shall be derived from the Oil Spill Liability 
Trust Fund, to remain available until ex-
pended.
OFFICE OF SURFACE MINING RECLAMATION AND 

ENFORCEMENT 
REGULATION AND TECHNOLOGY 

For necessary expenses to carry out the 
provisions of the Surface Mining Control and 
Reclamation Act of 1977, Public Law 95–87, as 
amended, including the purchase of not to 
exceed 10 passenger motor vehicles, for re-
placement only; $106,424,000: Provided, That 
the Secretary of the Interior, pursuant to 
regulations, may use directly or through 
grants to States, moneys collected in fiscal 
year 2004 for civil penalties assessed under 
section 518 of the Surface Mining Control 
and Reclamation Act of 1977 (30 U.S.C. 1268), 
to reclaim lands adversely affected by coal 
mining practices after August 3, 1977, to re-
main available until expended: Provided fur-
ther, That appropriations for the Office of 
Surface Mining Reclamation and Enforce-
ment may provide for the travel and per 
diem expenses of State and tribal personnel 
attending Office of Surface Mining Reclama-
tion and Enforcement sponsored training.

ABANDONED MINE RECLAMATION FUND 
For necessary expenses to carry out title 

IV of the Surface Mining Control and Rec-
lamation Act of 1977, Public Law 95–87, as 
amended, including the purchase of not more 
than 10 passenger motor vehicles for replace-
ment only, $194,469,000, to be derived from re-
ceipts of the Abandoned Mine Reclamation 
Fund and to remain available until ex-
pended; of which up to $10,000,000, to be de-
rived from the Federal Expenses Share of the 
Fund, shall be for supplemental grants to 

States for the reclamation of abandoned 
sites with acid mine rock drainage from coal 
mines, and for associated activities, through 
the Appalachian Clean Streams Initiative: 
Provided, That grants to minimum program 
States will be $1,500,000 per State in fiscal 
year 2004: Provided further, That of the funds 
herein provided up to $18,000,000 may be used 
for the emergency program authorized by 
section 410 of Public Law 95–87, as amended, 
of which no more than 25 percent shall be 
used for emergency reclamation projects in 
any one State and funds for federally admin-
istered emergency reclamation projects 
under this proviso shall not exceed 
$11,000,000: Provided further, That prior year 
unobligated funds appropriated for the emer-
gency reclamation program shall not be sub-
ject to the 25 percent limitation per State 
and may be used without fiscal year limita-
tion for emergency projects: Provided further, 
That pursuant to Public Law 97–365, the De-
partment of the Interior is authorized to use 
up to 20 percent from the recovery of the de-
linquent debt owed to the United States Gov-
ernment to pay for contracts to collect these 
debts: Provided further, That funds made 
available under title IV of Public Law 95–87 
may be used for any required non-Federal 
share of the cost of projects funded by the 
Federal Government for the purpose of envi-
ronmental restoration related to treatment 
or abatement of acid mine drainage from 
abandoned mines: Provided further, That such 
projects must be consistent with the pur-
poses and priorities of the Surface Mining 
Control and Reclamation Act.

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 
OPERATION OF INDIAN PROGRAMS 

For expenses necessary for the operation of 
Indian programs, as authorized by law, in-
cluding the Snyder Act of November 2, 1921 
(25 U.S.C. 13), the Indian Self-Determination 
and Education Assistance Act of 1975 (25 
U.S.C. 450 et seq.), as amended, the Edu-
cation Amendments of 1978 (25 U.S.C. 2001–
2019), and the Tribally Controlled Schools 
Act of 1988 (25 U.S.C. 2501 et seq.), as amend-
ed, $1,902,106,000, to remain available until 
September 30, 2005 except as otherwise pro-
vided herein, of which not to exceed 
$85,925,000 shall be for welfare assistance pay-
ments and notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, including but not limited to the 
Indian Self-Determination Act of 1975, as 
amended, not to exceed $135,315,000 shall be 
available for payments to tribes and tribal 
organizations for contract support costs as-
sociated with ongoing contracts, grants, 
compacts, or annual funding agreements en-
tered into with the Bureau prior to or during 
fiscal year 2004, as authorized by such Act, 
except that tribes and tribal organizations 
may use their tribal priority allocations for 
unmet indirect costs of ongoing contracts, 
grants, or compacts, or annual funding 
agreements and for unmet welfare assistance 
costs; and of which not to exceed $458,524,000 
for school operations costs of Bureau-funded 
schools and other education programs shall 
become available on July 1, 2004, and shall 
remain available until September 30, 2005; 
and of which not to exceed $55,374,000 shall 
remain available until expended for housing 
improvement, road maintenance, attorney 
fees, litigation support, the Indian Self-De-
termination Fund, land records improve-
ment, and the Navajo-Hopi Settlement Pro-
gram: Provided, That notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, including but not lim-
ited to the Indian Self-Determination Act of 
1975, as amended, and 25 U.S.C. 2008, not to 
exceed $49,297,000 within and only from such 
amounts made available for school oper-
ations shall be available to tribes and tribal 
organizations for administrative cost grants 
associated with ongoing grants entered into 

with the Bureau prior to or during fiscal 
year 2003 for the operation of Bureau-funded 
schools, and up to $3,000,000 within and only 
from such amounts made available for school 
operations shall be available for the transi-
tional costs of initial administrative cost 
grants to tribes and tribal organizations that 
enter into grants for the operation on or 
after July 1, 2004 of Bureau-operated schools: 
Provided further, That any forestry funds al-
located to a tribe which remain unobligated 
as of September 30, 2005, may be transferred 
during fiscal year 2006 to an Indian forest 
land assistance account established for the 
benefit of such tribe within the tribe’s trust 
fund account: Provided further, That any such 
unobligated balances not so transferred shall 
expire on September 30, 2006.

CONSTRUCTION 
For construction, repair, improvement, 

and maintenance of irrigation and power sys-
tems, buildings, utilities, and other facili-
ties, including architectural and engineering 
services by contract; acquisition of lands, 
and interests in lands; and preparation of 
lands for farming, and for construction of 
the Navajo Indian Irrigation Project pursu-
ant to Public Law 87–483, $345,154,000, to re-
main available until expended: Provided, 
That such amounts as may be available for 
the construction of the Navajo Indian Irriga-
tion Project may be transferred to the Bu-
reau of Reclamation: Provided further, That 
not to exceed 6 percent of contract authority 
available to the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
from the Federal Highway Trust Fund may 
be used to cover the road program manage-
ment costs of the Bureau: Provided further, 
That any funds provided for the Safety of 
Dams program pursuant to 25 U.S.C. 13 shall 
be made available on a nonreimbursable 
basis: Provided further, That for fiscal year 
2004, in implementing new construction or 
facilities improvement and repair project 
grants in excess of $100,000 that are provided 
to tribally controlled grant schools under 
Public Law 100–297, as amended, the Sec-
retary of the Interior shall use the Adminis-
trative and Audit Requirements and Cost 
Principles for Assistance Programs con-
tained in 43 CFR part 12 as the regulatory re-
quirements: Provided further, That such 
grants shall not be subject to section 12.61 of 
43 CFR; the Secretary and the grantee shall 
negotiate and determine a schedule of pay-
ments for the work to be performed: Provided 
further, That in considering applications, the 
Secretary shall consider whether the Indian 
tribe or tribal organization would be defi-
cient in assuring that the construction 
projects conform to applicable building 
standards and codes and Federal, tribal, or 
State health and safety standards as re-
quired by 25 U.S.C. 2005(a), with respect to 
organizational and financial management 
capabilities: Provided further, That if the 
Secretary declines an application, the Sec-
retary shall follow the requirements con-
tained in 25 U.S.C. 2505(f): Provided further, 
That any disputes between the Secretary and 
any grantee concerning a grant shall be sub-
ject to the disputes provision in 25 U.S.C. 
2508(e).
INDIAN LAND AND WATER CLAIM SETTLEMENTS 

AND MISCELLANEOUS PAYMENTS TO INDIANS 
(INCLUDING TRANSFER OF FUNDS) 

For miscellaneous payments to Indian 
tribes and individuals and for necessary ad-
ministrative expenses, $60,551,000, to remain 
available until expended; of which $31,610,000 
shall be available for implementation of en-
acted Indian land and water claim settle-
ments pursuant to Public Laws 101–618, 107–
331, and 102–575, and for implementation of 
other enacted water rights settlements; and 
of which $18,817,000 shall be available pursu-
ant to Public Laws 99–264, 100–580, 106–425, 
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and 106–554; and of which $9,968,000 shall be 
available for payment to the Quinault Indian 
Nation pursuant to the terms of the North 
Boundary Settlement Agreement dated July 
14, 2000, providing for the acquisition of per-
petual conservation easements from the Na-
tion: Provided, That of the payment to the 
Quinault Indian Nation, $4,968,000 shall be 
derived from amounts provided under the 
heading ‘‘United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Land Acquisition’’ in Public Law 
108–7.
INDIAN GUARANTEED LOAN PROGRAM ACCOUNT 
For the cost of guaranteed and insured 

loans, $5,797,000, as authorized by the Indian 
Financing Act of 1974, as amended: Provided, 
That such costs, including the cost of modi-
fying such loans, shall be as defined in sec-
tion 502 of the Congressional Budget Act of 
1974: Provided further, That these funds are 
available to subsidize total loan principal, 
any part of which is to be guaranteed, not to 
exceed $94,568,000. 

In addition, for administrative expenses to 
carry out the guaranteed and insured loan 
programs, $700,000.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 
The Bureau of Indian Affairs may carry 

out the operation of Indian programs by di-
rect expenditure, contracts, cooperative 
agreements, compacts and grants, either di-
rectly or in cooperation with States and 
other organizations. 

Notwithstanding 25 U.S.C. 15, the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs may contract for services in 
support of the management, operation, and 
maintenance of the Power Division of the 
San Carlos Irrigation Project. 

Appropriations for the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs (except the revolving fund for loans, 
the Indian loan guarantee and insurance 
fund, and the Indian Guaranteed Loan Pro-
gram account) shall be available for expenses 
of exhibits, and purchase of not to exceed 229 
passenger motor vehicles, of which not to ex-
ceed 187 shall be for replacement only. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, no funds available to the Bureau of In-
dian Affairs for central office operations, or 
pooled overhead general administration (ex-
cept facilities operations and maintenance) 
shall be available for tribal contracts, 
grants, compacts, or cooperative agreements 
with the Bureau of Indian Affairs under the 
provisions of the Indian Self-Determination 
Act or the Tribal Self-Governance Act of 1994 
(Public Law 103–413). 

In the event any tribe returns appropria-
tions made available by this Act to the Bu-
reau of Indian Affairs for distribution to 
other tribes, this action shall not diminish 
the Federal Government’s trust responsi-
bility to that tribe, or the government-to-
government relationship between the United 
States and that tribe, or that tribe’s ability 
to access future appropriations. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, no funds available to the Bureau, other 
than the amounts provided herein for assist-
ance to public schools under 25 U.S.C. 452 et 
seq., shall be available to support the oper-
ation of any elementary or secondary school 
in the State of Alaska. 

Appropriations made available in this or 
any other Act for schools funded by the Bu-
reau shall be available only to the schools in 
the Bureau school system as of September 1, 
1996. No funds available to the Bureau shall 
be used to support expanded grades for any 
school or dormitory beyond the grade struc-
ture in place or approved by the Secretary of 
the Interior at each school in the Bureau 
school system as of October 1, 1995. Funds 
made available under this Act may not be 
used to establish a charter school at a Bu-
reau-funded school (as that term is defined 
in section 1146 of the Education Amendments 

of 1978 (25 U.S.C. 2026)), except that a charter 
school that is in existence on the date of the 
enactment of this Act and that has operated 
at a Bureau-funded school before September 
1, 1999, may continue to operate during that 
period, but only if the charter school pays to 
the Bureau a pro rata share of funds to reim-
burse the Bureau for the use of the real and 
personal property (including buses and vans), 
the funds of the charter school are kept sepa-
rate and apart from Bureau funds, and the 
Bureau does not assume any obligation for 
charter school programs of the State in 
which the school is located if the charter 
school loses such funding. Employees of Bu-
reau-funded schools sharing a campus with a 
charter school and performing functions re-
lated to the charter school’s operation and 
employees of a charter school shall not be 
treated as Federal employees for purposes of 
chapter 171 of title 28, United States Code.

DEPARTMENTAL OFFICES 
INSULAR AFFAIRS 

ASSISTANCE TO TERRITORIES 
For expenses necessary for assistance to 

territories under the jurisdiction of the De-
partment of the Interior, $74,343,000, of 
which: (1) $68,022,000 shall be available until 
expended for technical assistance, including 
maintenance assistance, disaster assistance, 
insular management controls, coral reef ini-
tiative activities, and brown tree snake con-
trol and research; grants to the judiciary in 
American Samoa for compensation and ex-
penses, as authorized by law (48 U.S.C. 
1661(c)); grants to the Government of Amer-
ican Samoa, in addition to current local rev-
enues, for construction and support of gov-
ernmental functions; grants to the Govern-
ment of the Virgin Islands as authorized by 
law; grants to the Government of Guam, as 
authorized by law; and grants to the Govern-
ment of the Northern Mariana Islands as au-
thorized by law (Public Law 94–241; 90 Stat. 
272); and (2) $6,321,000 shall be available for 
salaries and expenses of the Office of Insular 
Affairs: Provided, That all financial trans-
actions of the territorial and local govern-
ments herein provided for, including such 
transactions of all agencies or instrumental-
ities established or used by such govern-
ments, may be audited by the General Ac-
counting Office, at its discretion, in accord-
ance with chapter 35 of title 31, United 
States Code: Provided further, That Northern 
Mariana Islands Covenant grant funding 
shall be provided according to those terms of 
the Agreement of the Special Representa-
tives on Future United States Financial As-
sistance for the Northern Mariana Islands 
approved by Public Law 104–134: Provided fur-
ther, That of the amounts provided for tech-
nical assistance, sufficient funds shall be 
made available for a grant to the Pacific 
Basin Development Council: Provided further, 
That of the amounts provided for technical 
assistance, sufficient funding shall be made 
available for a grant to the Close Up Founda-
tion: Provided further, That the funds for the 
program of operations and maintenance im-
provement are appropriated to institu-
tionalize routine operations and mainte-
nance improvement of capital infrastructure 
with territorial participation and cost shar-
ing to be determined by the Secretary based 
on the grantee’s commitment to timely 
maintenance of its capital assets: Provided 
further, That any appropriation for disaster 
assistance under this heading in this Act or 
previous appropriations Acts may be used as 
non-Federal matching funds for the purpose 
of hazard mitigation grants provided pursu-
ant to section 404 of the Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance 
Act (42 U.S.C. 5170c).

COMPACT OF FREE ASSOCIATION 
For economic assistance and necessary ex-

penses for the Federated States of Micro-

nesia and the Republic of the Marshall Is-
lands as provided for in sections 221(a)(3), 
221(b), 223, and 233 of the Compact of Free As-
sociation, and for economic assistance and 
necessary expenses for the Republic of Palau 
as provided for in sections 221(a)(2), 221(b), 
and 233 of the Compact of Free Association, 
$16,354,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, as authorized by Public Law 99–239 
and Public Law 99–658.

DEPARTMENTAL MANAGEMENT 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses for management of 
the Department of the Interior, $79,027,000, of 
which not to exceed $8,500 may be for official 
reception and representation expenses, and 
of which up to $1,000,000 shall be available for 
workers compensation payments and unem-
ployment compensation payments associated 
with the orderly closure of the United States 
Bureau of Mines: Provided, That none of the 
funds in this or previous appropriations Acts 
may be used to establish any additional re-
serves in the Working Capital account other 
than the two authorized reserves without 
prior approval of the House and Senate Com-
mittees on Appropriations. 

WORKING CAPITAL FUND 
From unobligated balances under this 

heading, $20,000,000 are hereby cancelled.
PAYMENTS IN LIEU OF TAXES 

For expenses necessary to implement the 
Act of October 20, 1976, as amended (31 U.S.C. 
6901–6907), $225,000,000, of which not to exceed 
$400,000 shall be available for administrative 
expenses: Provided, That no payment shall be 
made to otherwise eligible units of local gov-
ernment if the computed amount of the pay-
ment is less than $100.

OFFICE OF THE SOLICITOR 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of the 
Solicitor, $50,374,000.

OFFICE OF INSPECTOR GENERAL 
SALARIES AND EXPENSES 

For necessary expenses of the Office of In-
spector General, $39,049,000, of which 
$3,812,000 shall be for procurement by con-
tract of independent auditing services to 
audit the consolidated Department of the In-
terior annual financial statement and the 
annual financial statement of the Depart-
ment of the Interior bureaus and offices 
funded in this Act.

OFFICE OF SPECIAL TRUSTEE FOR AMERICAN 
INDIANS 

FEDERAL TRUST PROGRAMS 
For operation of trust programs for Indi-

ans by direct expenditure, contracts, cooper-
ative agreements, compacts, and grants, 
$219,641,000, of which $75,000,000 shall be 
available for historical accounting, to re-
main available until expended: Provided, 
That funds for trust management improve-
ments and litigation support may, as needed, 
be transferred to or merged with the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs, ‘‘Operation of Indian Pro-
grams’’ account; the Office of the Solicitor, 
‘‘Salaries and Expenses’’ account; and the 
Departmental Management, ‘‘Salaries and 
Expenses’’ account: Provided further, That 
funds made available to Tribes and Tribal or-
ganizations through contracts or grants obli-
gated during fiscal year 2004, as authorized 
by the Indian Self-Determination Act of 1975 
(25 U.S.C. 450 et seq.), shall remain available 
until expended by the contractor or grantee: 
Provided further, That notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, the statute of limita-
tions shall not commence to run on any 
claim, including any claim in litigation 
pending on the date of the enactment of this 
Act, concerning losses to or mismanagement 
of trust funds, until the affected tribe or in-
dividual Indian has been furnished with an 
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accounting of such funds from which the 
beneficiary can determine whether there has 
been a loss: Provided further, That notwith-
standing any other provision of law, the Sec-
retary shall not be required to provide a 
quarterly statement of performance for any 
Indian trust account that has not had activ-
ity for at least 18 months and has a balance 
of $1.00 or less: Provided further, That the 
Secretary shall issue an annual account 
statement and maintain a record of any such 
accounts and shall permit the balance in 
each such account to be withdrawn upon the 
express written request of the account hold-
er: Provided further, That not to exceed 
$50,000 is available for the Secretary to make 
payments to correct administrative errors of 
either disbursements from or deposits to In-
dividual Indian Money or Tribal accounts 
after September 30, 2002: Provided further, 
That erroneous payments that are recovered 
shall be credited to and remain available in 
this account for this purpose.

INDIAN LAND CONSOLIDATION 

For consolidation of fractional interests in 
Indian lands and expenses associated with re-
determining and redistributing escheated in-
terests in allotted lands, and for necessary 
expenses to carry out the Indian Land Con-
solidation Act of 1983, as amended, by direct 
expenditure or cooperative agreement, 
$20,980,000, to remain available until ex-
pended.

NATURAL RESOURCE DAMAGE ASSESSMENT 
AND RESTORATION 

NATURAL RESOURCE DAMAGE ASSESSMENT FUND 

To conduct natural resource damage as-
sessment and restoration activities by the 
Department of the Interior necessary to 
carry out the provisions of the Comprehen-
sive Environmental Response, Compensa-
tion, and Liability Act, as amended (42 
U.S.C. 9601 et seq.), Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act, as amended (33 U.S.C. 1251 et 
seq.), the Oil Pollution Act of 1990 (Public 
Law 101–380) (33 U.S.C. 2701 et seq.), and Pub-
lic Law 101–337, as amended (16 U.S.C. 19jj et 
seq.), $5,633,000, to remain available until ex-
pended.

ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

There is hereby authorized for acquisition 
from available resources within the Working 
Capital Fund, 15 aircraft, 10 of which shall be 
for replacement and which may be obtained 
by donation, purchase or through available 
excess surplus property: Provided, That not-
withstanding any other provision of law, ex-
isting aircraft being replaced may be sold, 
with proceeds derived or trade-in value used 
to offset the purchase price for the replace-
ment aircraft: Provided further, That no pro-
grams funded with appropriated funds in the 
‘‘Departmental Management’’, ‘‘Office of the 
Solicitor’’, and ‘‘Office of Inspector General’’ 
may be augmented through the Working 
Capital Fund or the Consolidated Working 
Fund.

GENERAL PROVISIONS, DEPARTMENT OF 
THE INTERIOR 

SEC. 101. Appropriations made in this title 
shall be available for expenditure or transfer 
(within each bureau or office), with the ap-
proval of the Secretary, for the emergency 
reconstruction, replacement, or repair of air-
craft, buildings, utilities, or other facilities 
or equipment damaged or destroyed by fire, 
flood, storm, or other unavoidable causes: 
Provided, That no funds shall be made avail-
able under this authority until funds specifi-
cally made available to the Department of 
the Interior for emergencies shall have been 
exhausted: Provided further, That all funds 
used pursuant to this section are hereby des-
ignated by Congress to be ‘‘emergency re-
quirements’’ pursuant to section 251(b)(2)(A) 

of the Balanced Budget and Emergency Def-
icit Control Act of 1985, and must be replen-
ished by a supplemental appropriation which 
must be requested as promptly as possible. 

SEC. 102. The Secretary may authorize the 
expenditure or transfer of any no year appro-
priation in this title, in addition to the 
amounts included in the budget programs of 
the several agencies, for the suppression or 
emergency prevention of wildland fires on or 
threatening lands under the jurisdiction of 
the Department of the Interior; for the emer-
gency rehabilitation of burned-over lands 
under its jurisdiction; for emergency actions 
related to potential or actual earthquakes, 
floods, volcanoes, storms, or other unavoid-
able causes; for contingency planning subse-
quent to actual oil spills; for response and 
natural resource damage assessment activi-
ties related to actual oil spills; for the pre-
vention, suppression, and control of actual 
or potential grasshopper and Mormon crick-
et outbreaks on lands under the jurisdiction 
of the Secretary, pursuant to the authority 
in section 1773(b) of Public Law 99–198 (99 
Stat. 1658); for emergency reclamation 
projects under section 410 of Public Law 95–
87; and shall transfer, from any no year funds 
available to the Office of Surface Mining 
Reclamation and Enforcement, such funds as 
may be necessary to permit assumption of 
regulatory authority in the event a primacy 
State is not carrying out the regulatory pro-
visions of the Surface Mining Act: Provided, 
That appropriations made in this title for 
wildland fire operations shall be available 
for the payment of obligations incurred dur-
ing the preceding fiscal year, and for reim-
bursement to other Federal agencies for de-
struction of vehicles, aircraft, or other 
equipment in connection with their use for 
wildland fire operations, such reimburse-
ment to be credited to appropriations cur-
rently available at the time of receipt there-
of: Provided further, That for wildland fire op-
erations, no funds shall be made available 
under this authority until the Secretary de-
termines that funds appropriated for 
‘‘wildland fire operations’’ shall be exhausted 
within 30 days: Provided further, That all 
funds used pursuant to this section are here-
by designated by Congress to be ‘‘emergency 
requirements’’ pursuant to section 
251(b)(2)(A) of the Balanced Budget and 
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, and 
must be replenished by a supplemental ap-
propriation which must be requested as 
promptly as possible: Provided further, That 
such replenishment funds shall be used to re-
imburse, on a pro rata basis, accounts from 
which emergency funds were transferred. 

SEC. 103. Appropriations made in this title 
shall be available for operation of ware-
houses, garages, shops, and similar facilities, 
wherever consolidation of activities will con-
tribute to efficiency or economy, and said 
appropriations shall be reimbursed for serv-
ices rendered to any other activity in the 
same manner as authorized by sections 1535 
and 1536 of title 31, United States Code: Pro-
vided, That reimbursements for costs and 
supplies, materials, equipment, and for serv-
ices rendered may be credited to the appro-
priation current at the time such reimburse-
ments are received. 

SEC. 104. Appropriations made to the De-
partment of the Interior in this title shall be 
available for services as authorized by 5 
U.S.C. 3109, when authorized by the Sec-
retary, in total amount not to exceed 
$500,000; hire, maintenance, and operation of 
aircraft; hire of passenger motor vehicles; 
purchase of reprints; payment for telephone 
service in private residences in the field, 
when authorized under regulations approved 
by the Secretary; and the payment of dues, 
when authorized by the Secretary, for li-
brary membership in societies or associa-

tions which issue publications to members 
only or at a price to members lower than to 
subscribers who are not members. 

SEC. 105. Appropriations available to the 
Department of the Interior for salaries and 
expenses shall be available for uniforms or 
allowances therefor, as authorized by law (5 
U.S.C. 5901–5902 and D.C. Code 4–204). 

SEC. 106. Annual appropriations made in 
this title shall be available for obligation in 
connection with contracts issued for services 
or rentals for periods not in excess of 12 
months beginning at any time during the fis-
cal year. 

SEC. 107. No funds provided in this title 
may be expended by the Department of the 
Interior for the conduct of offshore 
preleasing, leasing and related activities 
placed under restriction in the President’s 
moratorium statement of June 12, 1998, in 
the areas of northern, central, and southern 
California; the North Atlantic; Washington 
and Oregon; and the eastern Gulf of Mexico 
south of 26 degrees north latitude and east of 
86 degrees west longitude. 

SEC. 108. No funds provided in this title 
may be expended by the Department of the 
Interior for the conduct of offshore oil and 
natural gas preleasing, leasing, and related 
activities, on lands within the North Aleu-
tian Basin planning area.

SEC. 109. No funds provided in this title 
may be expended by the Department of the 
Interior to conduct offshore oil and natural 
gas preleasing, leasing and related activities 
in the eastern Gulf of Mexico planning area 
for any lands located outside Sale 181, as 
identified in the final Outer Continental 
Shelf 5-Year Oil and Gas Leasing Program, 
1997–2002. 

SEC. 110. No funds provided in this title 
may be expended by the Department of the 
Interior to conduct oil and natural gas 
preleasing, leasing and related activities in 
the Mid-Atlantic and South Atlantic plan-
ning areas. 

SEC. 111. Advance payments made under 
this title to Indian tribes, tribal organiza-
tions, and tribal consortia pursuant to the 
Indian Self-Determination and Education 
Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 450 et seq.) or the 
Tribally Controlled Schools Act of 1988 (25 
U.S.C. 2501 et seq.) may be invested by the 
Indian tribe, tribal organization, or consor-
tium before such funds are expended for the 
purposes of the grant, compact, or annual 
funding agreement so long as such funds 
are—

(1) invested by the Indian tribe, tribal or-
ganization, or consortium only in obliga-
tions of the United States, or in obligations 
or securities that are guaranteed or insured 
by the United States, or mutual (or other) 
funds registered with the Securities and Ex-
change Commission and which only invest in 
obligations of the United States or securities 
that are guaranteed or insured by the United 
States; or 

(2) deposited only into accounts that are 
insured by an agency or instrumentality of 
the United States, or are fully collateralized 
to ensure protection of the funds, even in the 
event of a bank failure. 

SEC. 112. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sions of law, the National Park Service shall 
not develop or implement a reduced entrance 
fee program to accommodate non-local trav-
el through a unit. The Secretary may pro-
vide for and regulate local non-recreational 
passage through units of the National Park 
System, allowing each unit to develop guide-
lines and permits for such activity appro-
priate to that unit. 

SEC. 113. Appropriations made in this Act 
under the headings Bureau of Indian Affairs 
and Office of Special Trustee for American 
Indians and any available unobligated bal-
ances from prior appropriations Acts made 
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under the same headings, shall be available 
for expenditure or transfer for Indian trust 
management and reform activities.

SEC. 114. A grazing permit or lease that ex-
pires (or is transferred) during fiscal year 
2004 shall be renewed under section 402 of the 
Federal Land Policy and Management Act of 
1976, as amended (43 U.S.C. 1752) or, if appli-
cable, section 510 of the California Desert 
Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 410aaa–50). The 
terms and conditions contained in the expir-
ing permit or lease shall continue in effect 
under the new permit or lease until such 
time as the Secretary of the Interior com-
pletes processing of such permit or lease in 
compliance with all applicable laws and reg-
ulations, at which time such permit or lease 
may be canceled, suspended or modified, in 
whole or in part, to meet the requirements of 
such applicable laws and regulations. Noth-
ing in this section shall be deemed to alter 
the Secretary’s statutory authority: Pro-
vided, That any Federal lands included with-
in the boundary of Lake Roosevelt National 
Recreation Area, as designated by the Sec-
retary of the Interior on April 5, 1990 (Lake 
Roosevelt Cooperative Management Agree-
ment), that were utilized as of March 31, 
1997, for grazing purposes pursuant to a per-
mit issued by the National Park Service, the 
person or persons so utilizing such lands as 
of March 31, 1997, shall be entitled to renew 
said permit under such terms and conditions 
as the Secretary may prescribe, for the life-
time of the permittee or 20 years, whichever 
is less.

SEC. 115. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, for the purpose of reducing the 
backlog of Indian probate cases in the De-
partment of the Interior, the hearing re-
quirements of chapter 10 of title 25, United 
States Code, are deemed satisfied by a pro-
ceeding conducted by an Indian probate 
judge, appointed by the Secretary without 
regard to the provisions of title 5, United 
States Code, governing the appointments in 
the competitive service, for such period of 
time as the Secretary determines necessary: 
Provided, That the basic pay of an Indian 
probate judge so appointed may be fixed by 
the Secretary without regard to the provi-
sions of chapter 51, and subchapter III of 
chapter 53 of title 5, United States Code, gov-
erning the classification and pay of General 
Schedule employees, except that no such In-
dian probate judge may be paid at a level 
which exceeds the maximum rate payable for 
the highest grade of the General Schedule, 
including locality pay. 

SEC. 116. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, the Secretary of the Interior is 
authorized to redistribute any Tribal Pri-
ority Allocation funds, including tribal base 
funds, to alleviate tribal funding inequities 
by transferring funds to address identified, 
unmet needs, dual enrollment, overlapping 
service areas or inaccurate distribution 
methodologies. No tribe shall receive a re-
duction in Tribal Priority Allocation funds 
of more than 10 percent in fiscal year 2004. 
Under circumstances of dual enrollment, 
overlapping service areas or inaccurate dis-
tribution methodologies, the 10 percent limi-
tation does not apply. 

SEC. 117. Funds appropriated for the Bu-
reau of Indian Affairs for postsecondary 
schools for fiscal year 2004 shall be allocated 
among the schools proportionate to the 
unmet need of the schools as determined by 
the Postsecondary Funding Formula adopted 
by the Office of Indian Education Programs. 

SEC. 118. (a) The Secretary of the Interior 
shall take such action as may be necessary 
to ensure that the lands comprising the 
Huron Cemetery in Kansas City, Kansas (as 
described in section 123 of Public Law 106–
291) are used only in accordance with this 
section. 

(b) The lands of the Huron Cemetery shall 
be used only: (1) for religious and cultural 
uses that are compatible with the use of the 
lands as a cemetery; and (2) as a burial 
ground. 

SEC. 119. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, in conveying the Twin Cities Re-
search Center under the authority provided 
by Public Law 104–134, as amended by Public 
Law 104–208, the Secretary may accept and 
retain land and other forms of reimburse-
ment: Provided, That the Secretary may re-
tain and use any such reimbursement until 
expended and without further appropriation: 
(1) for the benefit of the National Wildlife 
Refuge System within the State of Min-
nesota; and (2) for all activities authorized 
by Public Law 100–696; 16 U.S.C. 460zz.

SEC. 120. Notwithstanding other provisions 
of law, the National Park Service may au-
thorize, through cooperative agreement, the 
Golden Gate National Parks Association to 
provide fee-based education, interpretive and 
visitor service functions within the Crissy 
Field and Fort Point areas of the Presidio. 

SEC. 121. Notwithstanding 31 U.S.C. 3302(b), 
sums received by the Bureau of Land Man-
agement for the sale of seeds or seedlings in-
cluding those collected in fiscal year 2003, 
may be credited to the appropriation from 
which funds were expended to acquire or 
grow the seeds or seedlings and are available 
without fiscal year limitation. 

SEC. 122. WHITE RIVER OIL SHALE MINE, 
UTAH. SALE.—Subject to the terms and con-
ditions of section 126 of the Department of 
the Interior and Related Agencies Act, 2002, 
the Administrator of General Services shall 
sell all right, title, and interest of the United 
States in and to the improvements and 
equipment of the White River Oil Shale 
Mine. 

SEC. 123. The Secretary of the Interior may 
use or contract for the use of helicopters or 
motor vehicles on the Sheldon and Hart Na-
tional Wildlife Refuges for the purpose of 
capturing and transporting horses and bur-
ros. The provisions of subsection (a) of the 
Act of September 8, 1959 (18 U.S.C. 47(a)) 
shall not be applicable to such use. Such use 
shall be in accordance with humane proce-
dures prescribed by the Secretary. 

SEC. 124. Funds provided in this Act for 
Federal land acquisition by the National 
Park Service for Shenandoah Valley Battle-
fields National Historic District, and Ice Age 
National Scenic Trail may be used for a 
grant to a State, a local government, or any 
other governmental land management entity 
for the acquisition of lands without regard to 
any restriction on the use of Federal land ac-
quisition funds provided through the Land 
and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965 as 
amended. 

SEC. 125. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be obligated or expended by 
the National Park Service to enter into or 
implement a concession contract which per-
mits or requires the removal of the under-
ground lunchroom at the Carlsbad Caverns 
National Park. 

SEC. 126. None of the funds made available 
in this Act may be used: (1) to demolish the 
bridge between Jersey City, New Jersey, and 
Ellis Island; or (2) to prevent pedestrian use 
of such bridge, when such pedestrian use is 
consistent with generally accepted safety 
standards. 

SEC. 127. None of the funds made available 
in this or any other Act for any fiscal year 
may be used to designate, or to post any sign 
designating, any portion of Canaveral Na-
tional Seashore in Brevard County, Florida, 
as a clothing-optional area or as an area in 
which public nudity is permitted, if such des-
ignation would be contrary to county ordi-
nance. 

SEC. 128. None of the funds in this or any 
other Act can be used to compensate the 

Special Master and the Special Master-Mon-
itor, and all variations thereto, appointed by 
the United States District Court for the Dis-
trict of Columbia in the Cobell v. Norton liti-
gation at an annual rate that exceeds 200 
percent of the highest Senior Executive 
Service rate of pay for the Washington-Balti-
more locality pay area. 

SEC. 129. The Secretary of the Interior may 
use discretionary funds to pay private attor-
neys fees and costs for employees and former 
employees of the Department of the Interior 
reasonably incurred in connection with 
Cobell v. Norton to the extent that such fees 
and costs are not paid by the Department of 
Justice or by private insurance. In no case 
shall the Secretary make payments under 
this section that would result in payment of 
hourly fees in excess of the highest hourly 
rate approved by the District Court for the 
District of Columbia for counsel in Cobell v. 
Norton. 

SEC. 130. The United States Fish and Wild-
life Service shall, in carrying out its respon-
sibilities to protect threatened and endan-
gered species of salmon, implement a system 
of mass marking of salmonid stocks, in-
tended for harvest, that are released from 
Federally operated or Federally financed 
hatcheries including but not limited to fish 
releases of coho, chinook, and steelhead spe-
cies. Marked fish must have a visible mark 
that can be readily identified by commercial 
and recreational fishers. 

SEC. 131. Such sums as may be necessary 
from ‘‘Departmental Management, Salaries 
and Expenses’’, may be transferred to 
‘‘United States Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Resource Management’’ for operational 
needs at the Midway Atoll National Wildlife 
Refuge airport. 

SEC. 132. No funds appropriated for the De-
partment of the Interior by this Act or any 
other Act shall be used to study or imple-
ment any plan to drain Lake Powell or to re-
duce the water level of the lake below the 
range of water levels required for the oper-
ation of the Glen Canyon Dam. 

SEC. 133. Section 122 of division F of Public 
Law 108–7 is amended as follows: 

(a) Paragraph 122(a)(4) is amended to 
read—

‘‘(4) TRIBALLY CONTROLLED SCHOOL.—The 
term ‘tribally controlled school’ means a 
school that currently receives a grant under 
the Tribally Controlled Schools Act of 1988, 
as amended (25 U.S.C. 2501 et seq.) or is de-
termined by the Secretary to meet the eligi-
bility criteria of section 5205 of the Tribally 
Controlled Schools Act of 1988, as amended 
(25 U.S.C. 2504).’’. 

(b) Paragraph 122(b)(1) is amended by strik-
ing the second sentence and inserting: ‘‘The 
Secretary shall ensure that applications for 
funding to replace schools currently receiv-
ing funding for facility operation and main-
tenance from the Bureau of Indian Affairs re-
ceive the highest priority for grants under 
this section. Among such applications, the 
Secretary shall give priority to applications 
of Indian tribes that agree to fund all future 
facility operation and maintenance costs of 
the tribally controlled school funded under 
the demonstration program from other than 
Federal funds.’’. 

(c) Subsection (c) is amended by inserting 
after ‘‘EFFECT OF GRANT.—’’ the following: 
‘‘(1) Except as provided in paragraph (2) of 
this subsection,’’ and is further amended by 
adding the following new paragraph: 

‘‘(2) A tribe receiving a grant for construc-
tion of a tribally controlled school under 
this section shall not be eligible to receive 
funding from the Bureau of Indian Affairs for 
that school for education operations or facil-
ity operation and maintenance if the school 
that was not at the time of the grant: (i) a 
school receiving funding for education oper-
ations or facility operation and maintenance 
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under the Tribally Controlled Schools Act or 
the Indian Self-Determination and Edu-
cation Assistance Act or (ii) a school oper-
ated by the Bureau of Indian Affairs.’’. 

SEC. 134. The Secretary of the Interior 
shall within 180 days of the enactment of 
this Act submit to the House and Senate 
Committees on Appropriations a report that 
describes the condition and adequacy of edu-
cational facilities available to the Eastern 
Band of Cherokee Indians, the availability of 
lands necessary for the construction of any 
necessary new or replacement education fa-
cilities, and the impacts that construction of 
such facilities might have on natural, cul-
tural, and other resources present within the 
Great Smoky Mountains National Park and 
the Blue Ridge Parkway. The report shall 
specifically address the resource implica-
tions of the land exchange described in H.R. 
1409, ‘‘The Eastern Band of Cherokee Indians 
Land Exchange Act of 2002’’ as introduced in 
the 108th Congress. The Secretary shall con-
sult with the Eastern Band of Cherokee Indi-
ans in preparing the report. 

LAND EXCHANGE, WORLD WAR I NATIONAL 
MEMORIAL, MOJAVE NATIONAL PRESERVE 

SEC. 135. (a) EXCHANGE REQUIRED.—In ex-
change for the private property described in 
subsection (b), the Secretary of the Interior 
shall convey to the Veterans Home of Cali-
fornia-Barstow, Veterans of Foreign Wars 
Post #385E (in this section referred to as the 
‘‘recipient’’), all right, title, and interest of 
the United States in and to a parcel of real 
property consisting of approximately one 
acre in the Mojave National Preserve and 
designated (by section 8137 of the Depart-
ment of Defense Appropriations Act, 2002 
(Public Law 101–117; 115 Stat. 2278)) as a na-
tional memorial commemorating United 
States participation in World War I and hon-
oring the American veterans of that war. 
Notwithstanding the conveyance of the prop-
erty under this subsection, the Secretary 
shall continue to carry out the responsibil-
ities of the Secretary under such section 
8137. 

(b) CONSIDERATION.—As consideration for 
the property to be conveyed by the Secretary 
under subsection (a), Mr. and Mrs. Henry 
Sandoz of Mountain Pass, California, have 
agreed to convey to the Secretary a parcel of 
real property consisting of approximately 
five acres, identified as parcel APN 569–051–
44, and located in the west 1⁄2 of the north-
east 1⁄4 of the northwest 1⁄4 of the northwest 
1⁄4 of section 11, township 14 north, range 15 
east, San Bernardino base and meridian. 

(c) EQUAL VALUE EXCHANGE; APPRAISAL.—
The values of the properties to be exchanged 
under this section shall be equal or equalized 
as provided in subsection (d). The value of 
the properties shall be determined through 
an appraisal performed by a qualified ap-
praiser in conformance with the Uniform Ap-
praisal Standards for Federal Land Acquisi-
tions (Department of Justice, December 
2000). 

(d) CASH EQUALIZATION.—Any difference in 
the value of the properties to be exchanged 
under this section shall be equalized through 
the making of a cash equalization payment. 
The Secretary shall deposit any cash equali-
zation payment received by the Secretary 
under this subsection in the Land and Water 
Conservation Fund. 

(e) REVERSIONARY CLAUSE.—The convey-
ance under subsection (a) shall be subject to 
the condition that the recipient maintain 
the conveyed property as a memorial com-
memorating United States participation in 
World War I and honoring the American vet-
erans of that war. If the Secretary deter-
mines that the conveyed property is no 
longer being maintained as a war memorial, 
the property shall revert to the ownership of 
the United States. 

(f) BOUNDARY ADJUSTMENT; ADMINISTRA-
TION OF ACQUIRED LAND.—The boundaries of 
the Mojave National Preserve shall be ad-
justed to reflect the land exchange required 
by this section. The property acquired by the 
Secretary under this section shall become 
part of the Mojave National Preserve and be 
administered in accordance with the laws, 
rules, and regulations generally applicable 
to the Mojave National Preserve.

BLUE RIDGE NATIONAL HERITAGE AREA 
SEC. 136. (a) SHORT TITLE.—This section 

may be cited as the ‘‘Blue Ridge National 
Heritage Area Act of 2003’’. 

(b) FINDINGS AND PURPOSE.—
(1) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that: 
(A) The Blue Ridge Mountains and the ex-

tensive cultural and natural resources of the 
Blue Ridge Mountains have played a signifi-
cant role in the history of the United States 
and the State of North Carolina. 

(B) Archaeological evidence indicates that 
the Blue Ridge Mountains have been inhab-
ited by humans since the last retreat of the 
glaciers, with the Native Americans living in 
the area at the time of European discovery 
being primarily of Cherokee descent. 

(C) The Blue Ridge Mountains of western 
North Carolina, including the Great Smoky 
Mountains, played a unique and significant 
role in the establishment and development of 
the culture of the United States through sev-
eral distinct legacies, including—

(i) the craft heritage that—
(I) was first influenced by the Cherokee In-

dians; 
(II) was the origin of the traditional craft 

movement starting in 1900 and the contem-
porary craft movement starting in the 1940’s; 
and 

(III) is carried out by over 4,000 
craftspeople in the Blue Ridge Mountains of 
western North Carolina, the third largest 
concentration of such people in the United 
States; 

(ii) a musical heritage comprised of dis-
tinctive instrumental and vocal traditions 
that—

(I) includes stringband music, bluegrass, 
ballad singing, blues, and sacred music; 

(II) has received national recognition; and 
(III) has made the region one of the richest 

repositories of traditional music and folklife 
in the United States; 

(iii) the Cherokee heritage—
(I) dating back thousands of years; and 
(II) offering—
(aa) nationally significant cultural tradi-

tions practiced by the Eastern Band of Cher-
okee Indians; 

(bb) authentic tradition bearers; 
(cc) historic sites; and 
(dd) historically important collections of 

Cherokee artifacts; and 
(iv) the agricultural heritage established 

by the Cherokee Indians, including medic-
inal and ceremonial food crops, combined 
with the historic European patterns of rais-
ing livestock, culminating in the largest 
number of specialty crop farms in North 
Carolina. 

(D) The artifacts and structures associated 
with those legacies are unusually well-pre-
served. 

(E) The Blue Ridge Mountains are recog-
nized as having one of the richest collections 
of historical resources in North America. 

(F) The history and cultural heritage of 
the Blue Ridge Mountains are shared with 
the States of Virginia, Tennessee, and Geor-
gia. 

(G) there are significant cultural, eco-
nomic, and educational benefits in cele-
brating and promoting this mutual heritage. 

(H) according to the 2002 reports entitled 
‘‘The Blue Ridge Heritage and Cultural Part-
nership’’ and ‘‘Western North Carolina Na-

tional Heritage Area Feasibility Study and 
Plan’’, the Blue Ridge Mountains contain nu-
merous resources that are of outstanding im-
portance to the history of the United States. 

(I) it is in the interest of the United States 
to preserve and interpret the cultural and 
historical resources of the Blue Ridge Moun-
tains for the education and benefit of present 
and future generations. 

(2) PURPOSE.—The purpose of this section 
is to foster a close working relationship 
with, and to assist, all levels of government, 
the private sector, and local communities in 
the State in managing, preserving, pro-
tecting, and interpreting the cultural, his-
torical, and natural resources of the Herit-
age Area while continuing to develop eco-
nomic opportunities. 

(c) DEFINITIONS.—
(1) In this section: 
(A) HERITAGE AREA.—The term ‘‘Heritage 

Area’’ means the Blue Ridge National Herit-
age Area established by subsection (d). 

(B) MANAGEMENT ENTITY.—The term ‘‘man-
agement entity’’ means the management en-
tity for the Heritage Area designated by sub-
section (d)(3). 

(C) MANAGEMENT PLAN.—The term ‘‘man-
agement plan’’ means the management plan 
for the Heritage Area approved under sub-
section (e). 

(D) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Interior. 

(E) STATE.—The term ‘‘State’’ means the 
State of North Carolina. 

(d) BLUE RIDGE NATIONAL HERITAGE 
AREA.—

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—There is established 
the Blue Ridge National Heritage Area in the 
State. 

(2) BOUNDARIES.—The Heritage Area shall 
consist of the counties of Alleghany, Ashe, 
Avery, Buncombe, Burke, Caldwell, Cher-
okee, Clay, Graham, Haywood, Henderson, 
Jackson, McDowell, Macon, Madison, Mitch-
ell, Polk, Rutherford, Surry, Swain, Transyl-
vania, Watauga, Wilkes, Yadkin, and Yancey 
in the State. 

(3) MANAGEMENT ENTITY.—
(A) IN GENERAL.—As a condition of the re-

ceipt of funds made available under sub-
section (i), the Blue Ridge National Heritage 
Area Partnership shall be the management 
entity for the Heritage Area. 

(B) BOARD OF DIRECTORS.—
(i) COMPOSITION.—The management entity 

shall be governed by a board of directors 
composed of 9 members, of whom—

(I) 2 members shall be appointed by 
AdvantageWest; 

(II) 2 members shall be appointed by Hand-
Made In America, Inc.; 

(III) 1 member shall be appointed by the 
Education Research Consortium of Western 
North Carolina; 

(IV) 1 member shall be appointed by the 
Eastern Band of the Cherokee Indians; and 

(V) 3 members shall be appointed by the 
Governor of North Carolina and shall— 

(aa) reside in geographically diverse re-
gions of the Heritage Area; 

(bb) be a representative of State or local 
governments or the private sector; and 

(cc) have knowledge of tourism, economic 
and community development, regional plan-
ning, historic preservation, cultural or nat-
ural resources development, regional plan-
ning, conservation, recreational services, 
education, or museum services. 

(e) MANAGEMENT PLAN.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 3 years 

after the date of enactment of this section, 
the management entity shall submit to the 
Secretary for approval a management plan 
for the Heritage Area. 

(2) CONSIDERATION OF OTHER PLANS AND AC-
TIONS.—In developing the management plan, 
the management entity shall—
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(A) for the purpose of presenting a unified 

preservation and interpretation plan, take 
into consideration Federal, State, and local 
plans; and 

(B) provide for the participation of resi-
dents, public agencies, and private organiza-
tions in the Heritage Area. 

(3) CONTENTS.—The management plan 
shall—

(A) present comprehensive recommenda-
tions and strategies for the conservation, 
funding, management, and development of 
the Heritage Area; 

(B) identify existing and potential sources 
of Federal and non-Federal funding for the 
conservation, management, and development 
of the Heritage Area; and 

(C) include—
(i) an inventory of the cultural, historical, 

natural, and recreational resources of the 
Heritage Area, including a list of property 
that—

(I) relates to the purposes of the Heritage 
Area; and 

(II) should be conserved, restored, man-
aged, developed, or maintained because of 
the significance of the property; 

(ii) a program of strategies and actions for 
the implementation of the management plan 
that identifies the roles of agencies and orga-
nizations that are involved in the implemen-
tation of the management plan; 

(iii) an interpretive and educational plan 
for the Heritage Area; 

(iv) a recommendation of policies for re-
source management and protection that de-
velop intergovernmental cooperative agree-
ments to manage and protect the cultural, 
historical, natural, and recreational re-
sources of the Heritage Area; and 

(v) an analysis of ways in which Federal, 
State, and local programs may best be co-
ordinated to promote the purposes of this 
section. 

(4) EFFECT OF FAILURE TO SUBMIT.—If a 
management plan is not submitted to the 
Secretary by the date described in paragraph 
(1), the Secretary shall not provide any addi-
tional funding under this section until a 
management plan is submitted to the Sec-
retary. 

(5) APPROVAL OR DISAPPROVAL OF MANAGE-
MENT PLAN.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after receiving the management plan sub-
mitted under paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall approve or disapprove the management 
plan. 

(B) CRITERIA.—In determining whether to 
approve the management plan, the Secretary 
shall consider whether the management 
plan—

(i) has strong local support from land-
owners, business interests, nonprofit organi-
zations, and governments in the Heritage 
Area; and 

(ii) has a high potential for effective part-
nership mechanisms. 

(C) ACTION FOLLOWING DISAPPROVAL.—If the 
Secretary disapproves a management plan 
under subparagraph (A), the Secretary 
shall—

(i) advise the management entity in writ-
ing of the reasons for the disapproval; 

(ii) make recommendations for revisions to 
the management plan; and 

(iii) allow the management entity to sub-
mit to the Secretary revisions to the man-
agement plan. 

(D) DEADLINE FOR APPROVAL OF REVISION.—
Not later than 60 days after the date on 
which a revision is submitted under subpara-
graph (C)(iii), the Secretary shall approve or 
disapprove the proposed revision. 

(6) AMENDMENT OF APPROVED MANAGEMENT 
PLAN.—

(A) IN GENERAL.—After approval by the 
Secretary of a management plan, the man-
agement entity shall periodically—

(i) review the management plan; and 
(ii) submit to the Secretary, for review and 

approval, the recommendation of the man-
agement entity for any amendments to the 
management plan. 

(B) USE OF FUNDS.—No funds made avail-
able under subsection (i) shall be used to im-
plement any amendment proposed by the 
management entity under subparagraph (A) 
until the Secretary approves the amend-
ment. 

(f) AUTHORITIES AND DUTIES OF THE MAN-
AGEMENT ENTITY.—

(1) AUTHORITIES.—For the purposes of de-
veloping and implementing the management 
plan, the management entity may use funds 
made available under subsection (i) to—

(A) make grants to, and enter into cooper-
ative agreements with, the State (including 
a political subdivision), nonprofit organiza-
tions, or persons; 

(B) hire and compensate staff; and 
(C) enter into contracts for goods and serv-

ices. 
(2) DUTIES.—In addition to developing the 

management plan, the management entity 
shall—

(A) develop and implement the manage-
ment plan while considering the interests of 
diverse units of government, businesses, pri-
vate property owners, and nonprofit groups 
in the Heritage Area; 

(B) conduct public meetings in the Herit-
age Area at least semiannually on the devel-
opment and implementation of the manage-
ment plan; 

(C) give priority to the implementation of 
actions, goals, and strategies in the manage-
ment plan, including providing assistance to 
units of government, nonprofit organiza-
tions, and persons in—

(i) carrying out the programs that protect 
resources in the Heritage Area; 

(ii) encouraging economic viability in the 
Heritage Area in accordance with the goals 
of the management plan; 

(iii) establishing and maintaining interpre-
tive exhibits in the Heritage Area; 

(iv) developing recreational and edu-
cational opportunities in the Heritage Area; 
and 

(v) increasing public awareness of and ap-
preciation for the cultural, historical, and 
natural resources of the Heritage Area; and 

(D) for any fiscal year for which Federal 
funds are received under subsection (i)—

(i) submit to the Secretary a report that 
describes, for the fiscal year—

(I) the accomplishments of the manage-
ment entity; 

(II) the expenses and income of the man-
agement entity; and 

(III) each entity to which a grant was 
made; 

(ii) make available for audit by Congress, 
the Secretary, and appropriate units of gov-
ernment, all records relating to the expendi-
ture of funds and any matching funds; and 

(iii) require, for all agreements authorizing 
expenditure of Federal funds by any entity, 
that the receiving entity make available for 
audit all records relating to the expenditure 
of funds. 

(3) PROHIBITION ON THE ACQUISITION OF REAL 
PROPERTY.—The management entity shall 
not use Federal funds received under sub-
section (i) to acquire real property or an in-
terest in real property. 

(g) TECHNICAL AND FINANCIAL ASSIST-
ANCE.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may pro-
vide to the management entity technical as-
sistance and, subject to the availability of 
appropriations, financial assistance, for use 

in developing and implementing the manage-
ment plan. 

(2) PRIORITY FOR ASSISTANCE.—In providing 
assistance under subsection (a), the Sec-
retary shall give priority to actions that fa-
cilitate—

(A) the preservation of the significant cul-
tural, historical, natural, and recreational 
resources of the Heritage Area; and 

(B) the provision of educational, interpre-
tive, and recreational opportunities that are 
consistent with the resources of the Heritage 
Area. 

(h) LAND USE REGULATION.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—Nothing in this section—
(A) grants any power of zoning or land use 

to the management entity; or 
(B) modifies, enlarges, or diminishes any 

authority of the Federal Government or any 
State or local government to regulate any 
use of land under any law (including regula-
tions). 

(2) PRIVATE PROPERTY.—Nothing in this 
section—

(A) abridges the rights of any person with 
respect to private property; 

(B) affects the authority of the State or 
local government with respect to private 
property; or 

(C) imposes any additional burden on any 
property owner. 

(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—
(1) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be 

appropriated to carry out this section 
$10,000,000, of which not more than $1,000,000 
shall be made available for any fiscal year. 

(2) NON-FEDERAL SHARE.—The non-Federal 
share of the cost of any activities carried out 
using Federal funds made available under 
subsection (a) shall be not less than 50 per-
cent. 

(j) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.—The au-
thority of the Secretary to provide assist-
ance under this section terminates on the 
date that is 15 years after the date of enact-
ment of this section. 

EXPEDITED PROCEDURES FOR INDIAN TRUST 
ACCOUNTING 

SEC. 137. (a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding 
any other provision of law, any claim 
against the United States arising out of any 
obligation of the United States or any of its 
agencies or officials relating to the conduct 
of an accounting, or the balance of, any indi-
vidual Indian money account arising prior to 
December 31, 2000 shall be governed by the 
provisions of this section. 

(b) STATISTICAL SAMPLING.—Not later than 
one year following the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Secretary shall formulate a sta-
tistical sampling evaluation to assess the ad-
ministration of individual Indian money ac-
counts for those accounts that were open as 
of December 31, 2000, and all individual In-
dian money accounts that were open as of 
October 25, 1994, or opened thereafter but 
closed as of December 31, 2000. The statis-
tical sampling evaluation described in this 
subsection shall be conducted in a manner 
the Secretary deems feasible and appropriate 
given the availability of records, data, and 
other historic information, and shall esti-
mate, so as to achieve a ninety-eight percent 
confidence level, the rate of past accounting 
error, if any, for each group or categories of 
individual Indian money accounts. The Sec-
retary shall complete a statistical sampling 
evaluation covering all subject accounts 
within four years of the date of enactment of 
this Act. 

(c) CERTIFICATION.—Upon completion of a 
statistical sampling evaluation for a cat-
egory or group of individual Indian money 
accounts, the Secretary shall certify comple-
tion of the evaluation and publish such cer-
tification in the Federal Register. 

(d) ADJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS.—
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(1) Within 180 days following any certifi-

cation under subsection (c), the Secretary 
shall adjust any individual Indian money ac-
counts covered by that certification. The 
Secretary shall base such adjustment on ap-
plication of the error rate, if any, deter-
mined by the statistical sampling to the av-
erage transaction amount for transactions in 
an account. In addition, the Secretary may 
also consider any factual information re-
garding the particular account at issue in 
adjusting the account. 

(2) Amounts necessary for adjustments to 
individual Indian money accounts shall be 
derived from the claims and judgment appro-
priation provided by 31 U.S.C. 1304 in the 
same manner as payment of judgments re-
ceived by the Court of Federal Claims under 
28 U.S.C. 2414. 

(e) NO DOWNWARD ADJUSTMENT.—The Sec-
retary may consider both positive and nega-
tive errors in estimating a rate of past ac-
counting error, but in no event shall the Sec-
retary adjust the balance of an account 
downward under this Act. In the event that 
the Secretary determines that the rate of 
past accounting error for an account is zero 
or negative, the Secretary shall make an ad-
justment of zero to that account. Such a zero 
adjustment shall constitute an ‘‘adjust-
ment’’ as defined in this section. 

(f) JUDICIAL REVIEW.—
(1) Notwithstanding any other provision of 

law, judicial review of, or judicial relief with 
respect to, any action of the United States 
or any of its agencies or officials in carrying 
out the provisions of this section shall be 
made solely in accordance with this sub-
section. 

(2) Judicial review of any agency action re-
lated to an individual Indian money account 
performed pursuant to this section may be 
had only by the filing of a petition for review 
in the United States Court of Appeals for the 
District of Columbia no later than 60 days 
after the Secretary’s adjustment of an ac-
count. Such review shall be conducted in ac-
cordance with chapter 7 of part I of title 5, 
United States Code (5 U.S.C. 701, et seq.). 

(3) Except to the extent, if any, that review 
may be required by the Constitution of the 
United States, no court shall have jurisdic-
tion to review, grant, or enforce any relief 
with respect to any action of the United 
States or any of its agencies or officials in 
carrying out any obligation described in sub-
section (a) other than pursuant to paragraph 
(2). The provisions of this paragraph shall 
apply to any litigation filed before, on, or 
after the date of enactment of this section. 

(g) ACCOUNT BALANCES.—The balance of 
any account as determined under this Act, 
including judicial review in accordance with 
subsection (f), shall conclusively constitute 
the new balance of the account as of Decem-
ber 31, 2000, and shall not be subject to any 
further adjustment based upon events or oc-
currences prior to that date. 

(h) VOLUNTARY SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS.—
Prior to commencing the statistical evalua-
tion provided in subsection (b), the Secretary 
may, at the Secretary’s discretion, resolve 
any claim or group of claims described in 
subsection (a) through voluntary settlement 
with any holder or holders of individual In-
dian money accounts. Such voluntary settle-
ment shall be paid from the claims and judg-
ment appropriation as provided in subsection 
(d) and shall conclusively resolve claims 
under subsection (a). The holder of the ac-
count who settles shall not be entitled to 
any further adjustment under this section. 

(i) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary may 
adopt such regulations, as the Secretary 
deems necessary to implement this section. 

(j) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—The Secretary 
shall report to the House and Senate Com-
mittees on Appropriations, the House Com-

mittee on Resources, and the Senate Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs regarding the 
progress of statistical sampling evaluations 
at least once every calendar year until the 
Secretary has adjusted all accounts covered 
by this Act. 

(k) DEFINITIONS.—As used in this Act: 
(1) The term ‘‘statistical sampling evalua-

tion’’ means an analysis of a selected statis-
tically appropriate sample drawn from a 
group or groups of transactions or other 
data. 

(2) The term ‘‘individual Indian money ac-
counts’’ means account balances for funds 
held in trust by the United States for the 
benefit of an individual Indian which are de-
posited or invested pursuant to the Act of 
June 24, 1938 (25 U.S.C. 162a), but shall not in-
clude accounts classified by the Secretary as 
Special Deposit, Judgment, or Per Capita ac-
counts. 

(3) The term ‘‘adjust’’ means to revise the 
balance of the account pursuant to this Act. 

(4) The term ‘‘Secretary’’ means the Sec-
retary of the Interior. 

SEC. 138. None of the funds in this or any 
other Act may be used by the Department of 
the Interior to support the Klamath Fishery 
Management Council. 

SEC. 139. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, the United States Fish and Wild-
life Service, heretofore and hereafter, may 
use funds for incidental expenses related to 
encouraging public participation in Service 
programs, and may use up to $2,000,000 per 
year for contracts for employment-related 
legal services. 

TITLE II—RELATED AGENCIES 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

FOREST SERVICE

FOREST AND RANGELAND RESEARCH 

For necessary expenses of forest and range-
land research as authorized by law, 
$267,230,000, to remain available until ex-
pended: Provided, That of the funds provided, 
$49,428,000 is for the forest inventory and 
analysis program.

STATE AND PRIVATE FORESTRY 

For necessary expenses of cooperating with 
and providing technical and financial assist-
ance to States, territories, possessions, and 
others, and for forest health management, 
including treatments of pests, pathogens, 
and invasive or noxious plants and for re-
storing and rehabilitating forests damaged 
by pests or invasive plants, cooperative for-
estry, and education and land conservation 
activities and conducting an international 
program as authorized, $290,758,000, to re-
main available until expended, as authorized 
by law: Provided, That none of the funds pro-
vided under this heading for the acquisition 
of lands or interests in lands shall be avail-
able until the Forest Service notifies the 
House Committee on Appropriations and the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations, in 
writing, of specific contractual and grant de-
tails including the non-Federal cost share of 
each project, related to the acquisition of 
lands or interests in lands to be undertaken 
with such funds: Provided further, That each 
forest legacy grant shall be for a specific 
project or set of specific tasks: Provided fur-
ther, That grants for acquisition of lands or 
conservation easements shall require that 
the State demonstrates that 25 percent of 
the total value of the project is comprised of 
a non-Federal cost share.

NATIONAL FOREST SYSTEM 

For necessary expenses of the Forest Serv-
ice, not otherwise provided for, for manage-
ment, protection, improvement, and utiliza-
tion of the National Forest System, 
$1,400,792,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, which shall include 50 percent of all 

moneys received during prior fiscal years as 
fees collected under the Land and Water Con-
servation Fund Act of 1965, as amended, in 
accordance with section 4 of the Act (16 
U.S.C. 460l–6a(i)): Provided, That unobligated 
balances available at the start of fiscal year 
2004 shall be displayed by budget line item in 
the fiscal year 2005 budget justification: Pro-
vided further, That the Secretary may au-
thorize the expenditure or transfer of such 
sums as necessary to the Department of the 
Interior, Bureau of Land Management, for 
removal, preparation, and adoption of excess 
wild horses and burros from National Forest 
System lands and for the performance of ca-
dastral surveys to designate the boundaries 
of such lands. 

For an additional amount to reimburse the 
Judgment Fund as required by 41 U.S.C. 
612(c) for judgment liabilities previously in-
curred, $188,405,000.

POINTS OF ORDER 
The CHAIRMAN. Are there any 

points of order? 
Mr. POMBO. Mr. Chairman, I make a 

point of order against section 139 of the 
bill found on page 90, lines 4 through 9. 
This section clearly violates clause 2(b) 
of rule XXI as it constitutes legislation 
on an appropriations bill by changing 
existing law. 

Section 139 permanently establishes 
an unlimited U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service ‘‘slush fund’’ for expenses re-
lated to encouraging public participa-
tion in Fish and Wildlife Service pro-
grams. The very first sentence waives 
existing law regarding any current lim-
itations that the Service may have re-
garding these activities. For example, 
existing volunteer and public partici-
pation in the National Wildlife Refuge 
System is governed by the National 
Wildlife Refuge System Volunteer and 
Community Partnership Enhancement 
Act of 1998. 

The Service’s use of administrative 
funds from other programs, such as 
those authorized under the Pittman-
Robertson Act, the African Elephant 
Conservation Act, the Neo-Tropical Mi-
gratory Bird Conservation Act, the 
Great Ape Conservation Act, and the 
Rhinoceros and Tiger Conservation Act 
are also circumscribed in scope and 
funding levels. Section 139 waives these 
limits and expands the uses of these 
funds. Therefore, this language con-
stitutes legislation on an appropria-
tions bill. 

This fact was recognized by the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, which lists 
this section in the report accom-
panying this bill under ‘‘Changes in 
Application of Existing Law’’ on page 
153. Therefore, I ask that the Chair sus-
tain my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does any Member 
wish to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I concede the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order 
is conceded and sustained, and accord-
ingly section 139 is stricken from the 
bill. 

Does the gentleman from California 
have another point of order? 

Mr. POMBO. Mr. Chairman, I make a 
point of order against section 137 of the 
bill, found at page 84, line 21, through 
page 89, line 24. 
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This section clearly violates clause 

2(b) of rule XXI, as it constitutes legis-
lation on an appropriations bill. This 
six-page section establishes a separate 
legal mechanism for the determination 
and settlement of claims regarding in-
dividual Indian money accounts main-
tained by the Department of the Inte-
rior as part of the Secretary of the In-
terior’s trust responsibilities for Na-
tive Americans. The section requires 
the Secretary to formulate a statis-
tical sampling evaluation for indi-
vidual Indian accounts opened during a 
certain time frame. 

This evaluation is to take place over 
4 years, and the Secretary is then re-
quired to publish a notice in the Fed-
eral Register certifying the evaluation. 
The Secretary must then adjust cer-
tified accounts but only for increases 
as a result of the evaluation. The Sec-
retary is also authorized to issue regu-
lations to implement the section. 

Finally, the section provides a judi-
cial review mechanism for the Sec-
retary’s actions taken under this sec-
tion. 

These are all new substantial duties 
on the part of the Secretary of the In-
terior. The section mandates new ex-
penditures to adjust individual Indian 
accounts upwards. 

In addition, the very first sentence of 
section 137 explicitly waives existing 
law and regulations regarding these ac-
counts. Therefore, the section fails at 
least three tests for determining 
whether the language constitutes legis-
lation on an appropriations bill. This 
fact was recognized by the Committee 
on Appropriations, which lists this sec-
tion in the report accompanying this 
bill under ‘‘Changes in Application of 
Existing Law’’ on page 153. 

I ask that the Chair sustain my point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does any Member 
wish to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, the gentleman raises a le-
gitimate point. The Indian trust settle-
ment language is an authorizing issue, 
but before I concede the point of order, 
let me point out the rationale behind 
this important provision. 

Last year, this House debated a pro-
vision limiting funding for the histor-
ical accounting of the individual In-
dian money accounts. During debate 
over this provision, both the majority 
and the minority members of the au-
thorizing committee assured us that 
legislation would be developed forth-
with to address the Indian trust issues. 
This did not happen. 

However, this year, the new chair-
man of the Committee on Resources, 
which is the legislative committee of 
jurisdiction for Native American 
issues, has held a hearing on this crit-
ical issue and has informed me of his 
intention to develop legislation to re-
solve the Indian trust issue this year. I 
am convinced that, without interven-
tion by the Congress, this issue will 
continue to drag on for years at the ex-
pense of other important programs in 
the Interior bill. 

The committee proposed what I be-
lieve is a prompt, fair and reasonable 
resolution of these long-standing 
claims. To date, hundreds of millions of 
dollars have been spent on lawyers and 
accountants and not a single dollar has 
gone to Indian country. 

Mr. Chairman, if this contentious 
litigation continues, we will be forced 
to redirect resources away from Indian 
education, health, wildlife, law en-
forcement and other important Indian 
programs. 

Let me point out a few facts for 
Members to keep in mind as legislation 
is developed to resolve this litigation. 
Of the approximately 260,000 individual 
Indian accounts, 68 percent have bal-
ances of less than $100. Thousands of 
accounts have less than $1 and often 
less than one penny. Since 1909, a total 
of $13 billion has flowed through these 
accounts, with the majority of the 
money deposited after 1970. This is a 
far cry from the $137 billion claimed by 
the litigants. 

Today, there are 4 million different 
owners of the 10 million acres of indi-
vidually-owned trust lands, which 
makes the management of trust assets 
very difficult. It is important that we 
finally tackle this issue. I pledge my 
help in crafting a legislative solution. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from Washington wish to be heard on 
the point of order? 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
be heard on the point of order. 

I would just say that I, first of all, 
want to associate myself with the re-
marks of the chairman. I think he has 
made very clear why the committee 
felt it must do what it did do. I would 
also say to the new chairman of the au-
thorizing committee, it is time for ac-
tion on this issue. We can no longer let 
this slide or neglect or not bring this 
to attention, because millions and mil-
lions of dollars are being wasted on 
lawyers and accountants instead of 
going out for Indian health service and 
all the other issues. 

I concur with the chairman. We have 
to concede the point of order, but I 
would urge the chairman, please do not 
let us down again this year. We need 
action on this issue. I know the gen-
tleman has taken over, and I urge him 
to take action and get a settlement. 
We cannot let this thing go on and on 
and on. I concede the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from New Jersey wish to be heard on 
the point of order? 

Mr. PALLONE. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is 

recognized. 
Mr. PALLONE. I spoke on this ear-

lier on the rule. 
I just wanted to say, first of all, I do 

commend the appropriations chair and 
the ranking member for their concern 
about this issue. I know that they are 
very concerned about it. I know they 
are legitimately concerned about the 
cost if something is not done. 

I also want to commend my chair-
man and indicate on a bipartisan basis 

that Democrats as well as Republicans 
on the Committee on Resources are 
very concerned about this issue and re-
alize that it must be addressed. 

To his credit, our new chairman, rel-
atively new chairman, has indicated 
very strongly as a result of the hearing 
that took place in the Committee on 
Resources, I believe, last week that he 
is going to take this up, that we are al-
ready looking at language to try to 
deal with the issue and come up with 
legislation; and I think that members 
of the Committee on Resources on a bi-
partisan basis are very much aware of 
the fact that we must deal with it.

b 1845
And we will take that responsibility 

seriously. I know through the Chair, 
and I just want to say on the part of 
the Democrats on the committee, that 
if we agree with our chairman, it needs 
to be addressed and also understand 
and appreciate the fact that the appro-
priators are willing to let go on this at 
least for a while. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order 
as conceded is sustained and accord-
ingly section 137 is stricken from the 
bill. 

Are there any amendments to that 
portion of the bill that is open for 
amendment?

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MARIO DIAZ-
BALART OF FLORIDA 

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend-
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows:
Amendment offered by Mr. MARIO DIAZ-

BALART of Florida:
Page 24, line 14, strike the colon and all 

that follows through page 25, line 12, and in-
sert the following:
: Provided further, That funds appropriated in 
this Act and in any prior Acts for the pur-
pose of implementing the Modified Water De-
liveries to Everglades National Park Project 
shall be available for expenditure unless the 
Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary of 
the Army, the Administrator of the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, and the Attorney 
General file a joint report by September 30, 
2003, and each year thereafter until Decem-
ber 31, 2006, to the House and Senate Com-
mittees on Appropriations, the House Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture, the House Committee on Resources and 
the Senate Committee on Environment and 
Public Works, indicating that the water en-
tering A.R.M. Loxahatchee National Wildlife 
Refuge and Everglades National Park does 
not meet all applicable State water quality 
standards and numeric criteria adopted for 
phosphorus throughout A.R.M. Loxahatchee 
National Wildlife Refuge and Everglades Na-
tional Park, as well as water quality require-
ments set forth in the Consent Decree en-
tered in United States v. South Florida 
Water Management District, and that the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria-
tions respond in writing disapproving the 
further expenditure of funds.

Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-
ida (during the reading). Mr. Chairman, 
I ask unanimous consent that the 
amendment be considered as read and 
printed in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 
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There was no objection. 
Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Flor-

ida. Mr. Chairman, this amendment 
brings funding authority back to Con-
gress and ensures that major decisions 
about funding Everglades restoration, 
which by the way happens to be within 
the congressional district that I rep-
resent, that those decisions are made 
by Congress and not by government bu-
reaucracies. 

Everglades National Park is one of 
our great Nation’s greatest national 
treasures, and current funding is crit-
ical to the future restoration of that 
treasure. The current bill language, 
Mr. Chairman, provides for a manda-
tory stoppage of funding based on 
water quality reports issued by the De-
partment of the Interior, the Environ-
mental Protection Agency, the Army 
Corps of Engineers, and the Attorney 
General. This would empower Federal 
agencies to eliminate critical funding 
without congressional review, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Therefore I have offered this amend-
ment with the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. GOSS) to ensure that any possible 
changing of the funding levels occurs 
through the constitutionally appro-
priate body, the House Committee on 
Appropriations and the Senate Appro-
priations Committee, not solely Fed-
eral agencies. This amendment elimi-
nates the provision that provided Fed-
eral agencies with that authority to 
automatically cut funding based on 
their reports again without the legisla-
tive having any input. 

Mr. Chairman, I will continue to 
fight along with my other colleagues 
for adequate funding for Everglades 
restoration, and we will work with the 
State of Florida and the appropriate 
State and Federal agencies to ensure 
that this critical restoration project 
receives the necessary funds now and 
also in the future. 

I would, Mr. Chairman, though, want 
to thank some people that have worked 
with me on this: the gentleman from 
California (Chairman DREIER); the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. GOSS), whom 
I already mentioned; the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. LINCOLN DIAZ-
BALART); and the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Chairman YOUNG). 

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I think all of the 
House knows that this has been a 
major issue for the State of Florida, for 
the United States of America. The Ev-
erglades is a very unique ecological 
system that is not equal to anywhere 
else in the world. It is important that 
we continue on the agreements that 
were not easy to come by; but the part-
nership with the State of Florida, the 
partnership with the Federal Govern-
ment, and the partnership with the 
courts, we have one responsibility, to 
provide for the hydrological issues, the 
plumbing in effect, the flow of the 
water. The State of Florida has a re-
sponsibility for the quality of the 
water. 

We had a little setback. This might 
be mentioned later, a little setback 
when the legislature changed some of 
their agreement, but nevertheless I am 
prepared to accept this amendment and 
compliment the gentleman for working 
very hard not only to support and pro-
tect the Everglades program but to do 
it in such a way that Congress is defi-
nitely more involved, and I think he 
has done a really good job. This was 
not the original proposal that we had 
in the bill, but I think this is an im-
provement. 

I want to clarify for the record that 
we expect these Federal agencies to 
submit a joint report every year on the 
extent to which the State is or is not 
meeting all applicable State water 
quality standards and numeric criteria 
adopted for phosphorus throughout 
Loxahatchee National Wildlife Refuge 
and the Everglades National Park, as 
well as water quality requirements set 
forth in the consent decree entered in 
the United States v. South Florida 
Water Management District. The sub-
mission of this report is not an option 
and must be done. And, again, I com-
pliment the gentleman. I support his 
amendment. We are prepared to accept 
the amendment for the committee.

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words. 

I am pleased to associate myself with 
the remarks of the distinguished gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG), 
chairman of the Committee on Appro-
priations, and the remarks of the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MARIO DIAZ-
BALART), who is the author of this par-
ticular amendment. And I want to 
thank them and so many other appro-
priators who have assisted us in mak-
ing this partnership stronger and bet-
ter that exists between the Federal 
Government and the State for a very 
wonderful and unique purpose of res-
toration of our Everglades. 

The gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
MARIO DIAZ-BALART) correctly said 
that his district encompasses virtually 
all of the Everglades, and it is clear the 
national interest of all of us is in the 
Everglades as well. So it brought some 
interest together in what I think is a 
very workable program by this amend-
ment that will provide for the nec-
essary accountability, because the ap-
propriators do have a responsibility for 
how those dollars are spent and the 
State of course has responsibility for 
their part of the partnership as well. 
We have had a good partnership. It has 
been almost a decade. It has worked ex-
ceedingly well, and I think it will con-
tinue to work well in the future. 

As the gentleman from Florida 
(Chairman YOUNG) said, there was a lit-
tle hiccup earlier this year when the 
Florida legislature, for reasons that 
made sense to them at the time, took 
unilateral action. After we reviewed 
the action, we felt that we needed to 
change the way the partnership worked 
a little bit, and I believe the language 
herein accomplishes that. 

This language did just not happen 
overnight, as was suggested. The gen-

tleman from North Carolina (Chairman 
TAYLOR), the gentleman from Ohio 
(Chairman REGULA), another of the car-
dinals, the appropriators; the gen-
tleman from Florida (Chairman 
YOUNG), the overall chairman of the 
committee, dean of our delegation; the 
gentleman from Ohio (Chairman HOB-
SON) helped us; and the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. SHAW), chairman of our 
delegation. That is an awful lot of 
horsepower to bring together, and this 
deserves that kind of horsepower. It is 
the right answer. We are where we need 
to be, and I urge support for this 
amendment. 

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of the amendment. 

I want to commend the delegation 
from Florida for working on this issue. 
This has been something that I have 
personally taken an interest in, gone 
down to Florida, seen the work on this 
incredible project, the work of the 
Park Service and all of the Federal 
agencies. This is truly a national envi-
ronmental restoration objective, and 
many of us were concerned who fol-
lowed this issue about the actions of 
the Florida legislature earlier this 
year; but I want to commend the gen-
tleman from Florida (Chairman YOUNG) 
and the gentleman from Florida (Mr. 
GOSS) and the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. SHAW) and the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. MARIO DIAZ-BALART), our 
new member, for the work they have 
done in crafting this legislation. We 
even out in the West are concerned 
about the Everglades, and we want to 
see them restored; and we want to see 
the commitments kept between the 
State and Federal Government. We 
need to go year by year, and I think 
the funding for this project depends on 
moving the ball forward and keeping 
things moving in the right direction. 
So I commend all of the work that has 
been done to straighten this out, and 
we look forward to the first report. 

Mr. REGULA. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of 
this compromise amendment, which I 
believe will help ensure that the efforts 
of Congress to restore the Everglades 
will be successful. In agreeing to the 
Comprehensive Everglades Restoration 
Plan, the Federal Government and the 
State of Florida made an $8 billion 
commitment, equally cost shared, to 
restore this national treasure. Con-
gress, on behalf of the American peo-
ple, has already committed $1 billion 
over the last 9 years toward this effort, 
and throughout this process the sub-
committee has maintained strong over-
sight of the project to ensure that 
these funds are spent wisely and true 
environmental restoration will be 
achieved. 

Mr. Chairman, water quality is an 
absolute key to the success of this res-
toration. If we fail to address water 
quality issues upfront, we could poten-
tially invest $20 billion of the tax-
payers’ dollars on a new plumbing sys-
tem that pours tainted water into the 
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Everglades, and that is of course why 
this compromise is vitally important. 

This amendment was crafted in re-
sponse to the passage of a law in Flor-
ida. It seeks to ensure that the State of 
Florida will not fail to meet its water 
quality goals. It will put a string on 
the Federal dollars that Congress has 
approved, tying them to compliance 
with agreements the State has already 
made. Every year the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Secretary of the Army, 
the Attorney General, and the EPA ad-
ministrator will have to file a joint re-
port certifying that the State of Flor-
ida is meeting its prior commitments 
to improve water quality. If the report 
indicates that the State is failing to 
work toward that goal, they have to 
take another look at the funding issue. 

It is unfortunate that Congress has 
been put into a place that they are re-
quiring these new assurances. However, 
in order to ensure that Federal funds 
are truly going towards our shared 
goal, and this is the money of all the 
people in these United States and this 
is a treasure that belongs to all the 
people, that the environmental restora-
tion, we have to condition their release 
on assurances that the State of Florida 
is living up to agreements it has al-
ready made. Otherwise, we risk not 
only wasting billions of taxpayer dol-
lars but also further polluting the Ev-
erglades. And I commend the gen-
tleman from Florida for agreeing to 
this amendment. I realize this is his 
district, but it is a treasure of all the 
American people, and I would urge sup-
port of the amendment.

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, we have no objection to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. MARIO DIAZ-
BALART). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 10 OFFERED BY MS. SLAUGHTER 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will des-
ignate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 10 offered by Ms. SLAUGH-
TER:

Page 21, line 3, after the first dollar 
amount, insert ‘‘(reduced by $6,000,000)’’.

Page 47, line 6, after the dollar amount, in-
sert ‘‘(reduced by $3,000,000)’’.

Page 91, line 22, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(reduced by $6,000,000)’’.

Page 128, line 7, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $10,000,000)’’.

Page 128, line 11, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased $10,000,000)’’.

Page 128, line 23, after the dollar amount, 
insert ‘‘(increased by $5,000,000)’’.

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise to offer an amendment that by all 
rights should provoke no argument 
from the body. Last year a strong bi-
partisan majority voted for a modest 
increase for two Federal agencies that 
provide critical support for the arts or-
ganizations and its activities across 
the country. To keep the arts vibrant 

and flourishing, 234 Members of Con-
gress agreed that the National Endow-
ment for the Arts should receive a $10 
million increase and that the National 
Endowment for the Humanities should 
receive an increase of $5 million. It is 
indeed regrettable that in the fiscal 
year 2003 Omnibus Appropriations bill, 
the will of the House was ignored and 
these increases for both NEA and NEH 
were rejected. 

Now the time has come to rectify 
that mistake. This amendment simply 
restores the funding that the House 
agreed to last year. Meanwhile, I want 
to remind my colleagues that these 
agencies remain well below the funding 
level of a decade ago. As the chart 
clearly shows, in 1992 both NEA and 
NEH received $176 million in funding. 
That is $60 million more than NEA re-
ceives today and some $50 million more 
than NEH receives. Yet a majority of 
this body also recognizes that the non-
profit, and I emphasize nonprofit, arts 
industry has become an economic en-
gine that drives $134 billion into our 
national economy every year. 

This chart, which shows a recent eco-
nomic impact study conducted by the 
Americans for the Arts, illustrates 
some very important figures. The non-
profit arts industry is responsible for 
almost 5 million full-time jobs, $89.4 
billion in household income, $7.3 billion 
in State government tax revenues, and 
$56.6 billion in local government tax 
revenues.
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Here is the most impressive figure of 
all: The arts community contributes 
$10.5 billion in Federal income tax rev-
enues. So for the very small amount of 
money that we put in, $10.5 billion 
comes back to the Federal Treasury. 
The arts mean business. They mean big 
business for every district in this coun-
try. 

It is critical to remember that this 
funding will help build local economies 
across America. NEA nurtures artistic 
excellence in every corner of the coun-
try, as its grants flow to each of the 50 
States and to each of the 435 congres-
sional districts. Because NEA requires 
State and local arts agencies as well as 
private organizations to provide 
matching funds, the process ensures 
that dollars will continue to flow to 
the arts even during difficult economic 
times. 

Now, a word about these difficult 
times, and we know that they are. With 
our economic recovery stalled and the 
largest job loss in 20 years, one would 
think that people responsible for re-
building State and local economies 
would put fuel into this enormously 
successful arts engine. But, unfortu-
nately, that is not so. But the lesson 
for us is obvious. In the era of declining 
State funds when corporate and chari-
table giving is dangerously low, the 
money we provide will not only safe-
guard the organizations but help them 
to spark our local economies back into 
black ink. In fact, what the House 

should really do is triple our funding 
for the arts, considering all of the 
money that we get back and what it 
does for local governments. As it is, we 
are only asking to restore the funding 
that the fiscal year 2003 conference 
took away. 

Give back the $10 million we voted 
for last year for NEA. It will be used to 
expand the Challenge America grants 
to make the arts more widely available 
in communities throughout the coun-
try. 

The program has a special emphasis 
on extending the arts to the under-
served populations, those whose oppor-
tunities to experience the arts are lim-
ited by geography, ethnicity, econom-
ics, or disability. 

Give back the $5 million we voted 
last year for NEH. Along with the $10 
million increase provided by the Inte-
rior Committee on Appropriations, it 
will be used to support the We the Peo-
ple initiative which will advance the 
understanding of America’s history, 
culture, and civics, a thing we sorely 
need. The President has requested a 
total of $100 million for We the People 
over the coming years, and this will be 
just a small down payment on his re-
quest. 

Please restore the funds we provided 
last year, and the rewards will be 
boundless. I do not mean just economic 
rewards, although they are incredible. I 
will not have enough time to talk 
about how the arts contribute to the 
lives of every American citizen, how 
they enrich our lives, spark our imagi-
nation, inspire our dreams, and calm 
our fears. There is not time to discuss 
how much better our children learn to 
read and write and add and subtract 
when the arts are part of the core cur-
riculum. 

Let me just remind my colleagues 
that SAT scores go up some 57 parts, 
just think of that, when art is part of 
a student’s high school experience. 
That is a cheap price. If we really want 
to leave no child behind, we will send 
them all ahead with the arts leading 
their way. 

Voting for this amendment is the 
right thing to do, and it is also the 
smart thing to do. I urge my colleagues 
to vote for this amendment cospon-
sored by my good friends, the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS) 
and the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. 
LEACH), and also by the ranking mem-
ber of the Committee on Appropria-
tions Subcommittee on Interior and 
Related Agencies, the gentleman from 
Washington (Mr. DICKS), who fights 
very hard every single year. Please, 
please, vote yes on this amendment. 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in opposition to this 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill maintains the 
largest increases to NEA and NEH 
since 2002 and provides small increases 
for fixed costs this year. We also pro-
vide a $10 million increase for the NEH 
American History initiative. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill must take 
care of our huge responsibilities for 
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managing Federal lands. Now, this 
amendment reduces administrative 
costs, and I would remind my col-
leagues that over the past 10 years we 
have reduced the number of personnel 
in departmental management by 40 
percent. I would like to cut overhead 
further, but this amendment would 
damage the government’s ability to 
properly manage our lands and pro-
grams. 

This amendment would impair on-
the-ground operations for environ-
mental protection and Indian pro-
grams. It would reduce the Depart-
ment’s funding, including hearings and 
appeals in support for Indian trust re-
form. 

My committee is watching carefully 
the use of funding for travel and other 
excessive administrative costs, and my 
colleagues can count on our oversight, 
but this amendment will not help. The 
bill strikes a fair balance between the 
needs of the arts and humanities pro-
grams and our responsibility to land 
management, Indian programs, and in-
dustry bills. I ask my colleagues to 
join me in opposition to the amend-
ment.

Mr. NADLER. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup-
port of this much-deserved and long-
overdue increase for the National En-
dowment for the Arts and the National 
Endowment for the Humanities. 

For years, Mr. Chairman, we have 
been told by opponents of government 
funding for the arts that the private 
sector could easily step in if govern-
ment funds were cut or flat-funded. 
That may have sounded reasonable 
during the flush economy of the 1990s, 
but now, with the economy mired in re-
cession, we are seeing private sector 
support drying up and nonprofit arts 
companies withering away. 

Cities and States across the country 
faced with deep budget deficits are 
being forced to cut their support for 
the arts as well, and it is having real 
consequences for the arts organizations 
that rely on these funds for their sur-
vival. That makes it even more critical 
that we increase the Federal commit-
ment to the arts today. 

Funding for the arts is one of the 
best investments our government 
makes. In purely economic terms, it 
generates a return that would make 
any Wall Street investor jealous. For 
just a fraction of 1 percent of the entire 
Federal budget, the NEA supports a 
thriving nonprofit arts industry which 
generates more than $134 billion annu-
ally, nearly 5 million full-time jobs, 
and returns $10.5 billion in Federal 
taxes each year. 

With grants that touch every con-
gressional district in the country, the 
NEA supports educational programs 
that teach children valuable lifelong 
skills, allows new and innovative art to 
find an audience, helps bring the arts 
to underserved communities, enables 
organizations to share their exhibi-
tions and performances with the rest of 

the Nation through national tours and, 
most important, provides crucial seed 
money for organizations to leverage 
private donations. 

Yet the NEA continues to suffer from 
the shortsighted decision by this Con-
gress to slash its funding back in 1996 
after an attempt at its outright elimi-
nation. The NEA has been forced to do 
more with far, far less; and, despite 
consistent underfunding, it has been an 
efficient and a productive agency. But 
we should at least restore the NEA to 
its pre-1996 levels; and we should, in 
fact, be considering an increase over 
that level, not simply the paltry fund-
ing it has had since then. Only through 
increased public support can the arts 
continue to be as vibrant as they are 
through the Nation. 

The NEH, too, is a vital industry, but 
without additional funding the impor-
tant work of interpreting and pre-
serving our Nation’s heritage will go 
unrealized. The NEH is at the forefront 
of preserving endangered recordings of 
folk music, jazz and blues; bringing 
Shakespeare to inner-city youth; pro-
moting research into immigrant life 
and culture; and helping disseminate 
this information into our communities 
through technologies such as the Inter-
net and CD–ROM. 

The arts inspire us, challenge us, 
spark our creativity. They make us 
think, laugh, and cry. The humanities 
teach us about ourselves and our his-
tory and foster cultural understanding. 
We should be ashamed at the tiny in-
vestment we make in such important 
activities. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment asks 
only to restore the funding level that 
the House supported last year without 
any increase for inflation. The level 
that we supported last year, but that 
was unfortunately stripped during the 
conference. This is the very least we 
should do today. I urge my colleagues 
to support this amendment and to vote 
against any attempts to slash NEA 
funding that may be made by others. 

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, in the past we were 
upset by the actions of the NEA, but 
that has changed completely to a very 
positive program, and with congres-
sional oversight. 

Last year, the Congressional Arts 
Caucus sponsored an amendment to in-
crease funding of the NEA and the 
NEH. Even though the amendment was 
bipartisan, it was dropped during con-
ference. This year, the Congressional 
Arts Caucus again wants to stress the 
importance of the arts to our districts 
and call upon the House to increase the 
funding for the National Endowment 
for the Arts by $10 million and the Na-
tional Endowment of the Humanities 
by $5 million. 

According to a 2002 study of 3,000 
local arts organizations across Amer-
ica, the nonprofit arts industry gen-
erates $134 billion in economic activ-
ity. That is for last year. This includes 

$24.4 billion in tax revenue, which cov-
ers the costs many times over. Not 
only do governments gain economi-
cally from the arts, but almost 5 mil-
lion Americans have full-time jobs in 
the arts industry. 

In 2002, my congressional district re-
ceived grants for NEA for both the 
Penland School of Crafts and Lenoir-
Rhyne College, contributing greatly to 
the local communities in our lives. 

Both the NEA and NEH have new 
programs with strong bipartisan sup-
port that will not only enhance the two 
agencies but will also bring a new un-
derstanding of American history and 
culture. Challenge America, sponsored 
by the NEA, and We the People, spon-
sored by the NEH, will both focus on 
educational outreach and promoting 
the best in arts and art education that 
our communities have to offer. 

We owe it to ourselves and to our 
neighbors to support this amendment, 
and I urge my colleagues to vote yes on 
the Slaughter-Shays-Dicks-Leach 
amendment.

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike the requisite 
number of words. 

Mr. Chairman, I join my distin-
guished colleagues once again in mak-
ing a strong plea for the high value 
that the arts and humanities bring to 
the quality of our lives. Indeed, we 
must provide the level of support con-
tained in this amendment. 

In San Diego, these funds have made 
significant contributions to a whole 
range of small and large arts organiza-
tions, dance companies, and museums, 
museums like the Museum of Photo-
graphic Arts, theater companies like 
the San Diego Repertory Theater, as 
well as the Playwrights Project, which 
supports budding writers. 

Importantly, many grants have gone 
to provide outreach to new audiences 
organized by the San Diego Opera As-
sociation and the San Diego Per-
forming Arts League. 

Two humanity projects in San Diego 
are giving the opportunity to young 
people to develop their oral history 
interviewing skills by developing a 
record of some of our recent immigrant 
groups. 

While we are a city proud of our ex-
isting museums, theaters, and music 
and dance organizations, funds from 
the National Endowment for the Arts 
and the National Endowment for the 
Humanities are essential to extend the 
availability of these institutions to our 
young people. Indeed, a review of re-
cent grants reveals that the efforts 
emanating from these resources enable 
the kinds of experiences that are so im-
portant for an enlightened citizenry. 

Mr. Chairman, we all join today to 
say how important these grants are to 
our communities, and each and every 
one of us I know can point to a number 
of projects, a number of opportunities 
that have been available that would 
not be there were these grants not part 
of the NEH and the NEA. So, today, I 
think all of us join in saying, let us do 
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what we can. Let us provide the fund-
ing that is essential to creating the 
kind of environment and the kind of 
community that we all believe in so 
dearly today. 

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words. 

Mr. Chairman, the debate about pub-
lic funding of the arts is about democ-
racy, about the type of society we as-
pire to be and become. It is about op-
portunity: the opportunity to witness 
artistic expression and to create for 
oneself. 

America today is a prosperous coun-
try. Poignantly, 70 years ago, when we 
became enmeshed in the deepest de-
pression in our history, the Federal 
Government created a jobs program 
called the Works Project Administra-
tion. My grandfather headed the WPA 
in Iowa and, as required by statute, 
hired a Cedar Rapids native by the 
name of Grant Wood to lead Iowa’s 
WPA arts division. Because of the 
WPA, artists in Iowa and across the 
Nation were given an opportunity to 
work in their chosen fields and to ad-
vance their own and society’s creative 
impulse. 

I refer back to the WPA era because 
when our country dissolved into social 
chaos, the arts brought a perspective of 
unity and courage. Ironically, perhaps, 
to some, an American solidarity of 
spirit was enhanced by artists who fre-
quently highlighted social programs 
and who just as frequently lampooned 
institutions of the State, including po-
litical leaders. 

These are more prosperous times, but 
just as with the WPA in the 1930s, gov-
ernment involvement in the arts today 
is designed to take the arts from the 
grand citadel of the privileged and 
bring it to the public at large. This de-
mocratization of the arts ennobles the 
American experience. 

Franklin Roosevelt once noted that, 
‘‘The arts cannot thrive except when 
men are free to be themselves and to be 
in charge of the discipline of their own 
energies and ardors.’’

b 1915 
A corollary to this Rooseveltian pre-

cept is self-evident freedom itself is 
constrained if the arts are shackled. 
Americans need to be appreciative, 
rather than fear, artistic expression. 
We must understand that arts play an 
increasingly central role, particularly 
in education. Of all the learning dis-
ciplines, they most thoroughly tap and 
expand the human imagination. With-
out hesitation, therefore, we should be 
supportive of the Federal commitment 
to arts programs. 

Arts expression is an unquantifiable, 
but priceless, facet of our society. 

Ms. MCCARTHY of Missouri. Mr. 
Chairman, I move to strike the req-
uisite number of words. 

(Ms. MCCARTHY of Missouri asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Ms. MCCARTHY of Missouri. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in support of this 
amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in support of the 
Slaughter-Shays-Dicks-Leach Amendment to 
increase funding for the National Endowment 
for the Arts (NEA) and National Endowment 
for the Humanities (NEH). These endowment 
programs are vital to supporting the creation, 
preservation and presentation of the arts and 
humanities in America. In my district of Kan-
sas City, Missouri, NEA and NEH grants have 
brought partnership projects such as the Cote-
rie Theater and the Friends of Alvin Ailey’s 
AileyCamp that help provide collaborative art-
ist and youth activities which have enriched 
the local economy and educational experi-
ences of our children. 

Studies have demonstrated that reading and 
math scores improve with participation in arts 
education classes. A U.S. Department of Jus-
tice study found that arts education reduced 
student delinquency in San Antonio by 13 per-
cent and increased the communications skills 
of students in Atlanta by 57 percent. Test Re-
sults from the College Board have shown that 
college bound students involved in the arts 
and humanities have higher overall SAT 
scores than other students. 

There is no excuse for funding for the NEA 
at a level that is 30 percent below the 1994 
level. Adopting the amendment before us 
would increase funding by $10 million for NEA 
and $5 million for the NEH. This would bring 
NEA and NEH funding to the level that the 
House approved last year by a vote of 234–
192, but was later stripped from the bill in con-
ference. I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment. Investment in the arts and hu-
manities has proven to be an invaluable con-
tribution to American economy and the future 
success of our children.

Ms. LEE. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to applaud our 
colleagues, the gentlewoman from New 
York (Ms. SLAUGHTER) and the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS), 
co-chairs of the Arts Caucus, and their 
staff for their leadership on this issue 
of national importance, and I rise 
today also in strong support of this 
amendment. 

Congress has the responsibility to 
provide adequate funding to the Na-
tional Endowment for the Humanities, 
which is the largest single funder of 
humanities programs in our country; 
and the National Endowment for the 
Arts, the infrastructure for private 
nonprofit and Federal arts initiatives. 

The current state of the economy has 
stifled private funding which subsidizes 
many arts and humanities programs 
nationwide. The economic downturn 
and our budget crisis is crippling arts 
initiatives in many, many States, espe-
cially in my home State of California. 
For example, in Oakland, one of the 
cities in my district, most of the arts 
education programs are facing real ex-
tinction. The result is the gradual dis-
appearance of arts initiatives for peo-
ple of all ages, ethnic backgrounds, so-
cial and economic backgrounds. 

In the vibrant, very diverse Ninth 
Congressional District of California, 
this strikes a significant blow at the 
foundation of our community. 

It is imperative that we support 
funding for the NEH, which is at the 

forefront of preservation of our histor-
ical and cultural heritage. For more 
than 20 years, the NEH has supported 
efforts to stabilize historical materials 
such as crumbling books, archives, 
newspapers, sound recordings, films, 
photographs, and archeological and 
ethnographic objects. These are treas-
ures which will be lost forever. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish you could lis-
ten to the stories of my constituents in 
the Bay area. Art and music teachers 
have been laid off. For example, Ms. 
Bonnie Noble, an art teacher at 
McClymonds High School in Oakland, 
explained that students tend to take 
art courses to escape the harsh reality 
of violence which has escalated with 
the downfall of the economy. Already 
she has difficulty convincing students 
to pursue arts in their postsecondary 
studies for fear that it will distract 
them from securing a good job in an 
apparently vicious competitive mar-
ket. 

Mr. Chairman, every year Members 
of Congress proudly exhibit the art 
work of the winners of the Artistic Dis-
covery Arts Competition from their 
districts in the halls which provide the 
foundation of the United States Cap-
itol. It seems contradictory to cut 
funding to the programs which support 
creativity in our community. We enjoy 
the fruits of their works and witness 
the products of this young talent every 
time we walk through the tunnel for a 
vote when we come over to this Cap-
itol. Can you imagine walking through 
those dreary tunnels with bare walls 
simply because we refused to ade-
quately fund arts and humanities pro-
grams and there were no teachers left 
to instruct our students? 

This amendment also provides fund-
ing for the NEA, which is an invest-
ment in the economic growth of com-
munities with grants reaching every 
congressional district in the country. 
During the last 14 years, the NEA has 
provided funding for over 123 programs 
in my district alone, including the 
Berkley Symphony Orchestra, the Axis 
Dance Company, and the East Bay In-
stitute for Urban Arts and the Museum 
of Children’s Art. 

Clearly, a vote against this amend-
ment, which is endorsed by the bipar-
tisan Arts Caucus, is really an action 
against the vital thread which sustains 
the pulse of American culture. I urge 
all Members to support this amend-
ment. 

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup-
port of this amendment to increase 
funding for the National Endowment 
for the Arts and the National Endow-
ment for the Humanities. I support this 
very modest amendment and know in-
creased funding would have a positive 
impact by bringing arts to underserved 
communities like our innercities and 
rural areas and by encouraging more 
support for preserving and promoting 
our cultural heritage, something all 
Americans should want to do. 
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Federal funding helps symphonies, 

theaters, musical productions, ballet, 
and educational programs. I grew up in 
an arts family. My mom and dad, both 
performing actors, met in the theater 
and I know the arts make a significant 
contribution to all of our lives. The 
arts improve the lives of so many peo-
ple including children, the elderly and 
those on limited budgets who might 
not otherwise have the opportunity to 
see some very beautiful, spiritual, and 
enriching performances. 

Federal funding helps enable talented 
individuals to pursue careers in the 
arts. Besides the obvious cultural ben-
efit, the economic impact of the arts is 
real and impressive. I urge my col-
leagues to support this amendment and 
increase funding for the NEA and NEH.

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in very strong 
support of the Slaughter amendment. I 
appreciate the gentlewoman offering 
this bipartisan amendment. One of the 
highlights for me of the last school 
year was watching my 10-year-old 
daughter, Jackie, who took flute les-
sons for the first time, excel in a school 
musical. At this hour as we speak, my 
8-year-old daughter, Josie, is in a re-
hearsal for her role in community the-
ater for ‘‘Man of La Mancha.’’

The arts are an important part of our 
family, and we are a privileged family 
to have that involvement. But without 
the NEA and the NEH, there are many 
families in many corners of America 
who never experience the delight of the 
arts. The NEA and the NEH are about 
the democratization of arts in our 
country. 

Now, I have heard four arguments 
against amendments like that of my 
friend, the gentlewoman from New 
York (Ms. SLAUGHTER). The first is it is 
too expensive to fund the NEA and the 
NEH. That is incorrect. The economic 
loss of withdrawal of support for the 
arts would be far greater than the mod-
est cost of this amendment. Jobs that 
are created in tourism, in the hospi-
tality industry, and directly through 
the arts themselves generate tax reve-
nues that more than offset the very 
modest costs of this amendment. 

The second argument I have heard 
against the arts is sometimes the NEA 
or NEH funds a particular work of art 
that some Members here do not like. 
Let me say for the record, I hope the 
NEA and NEH always fund arts that 
some politicians find objectionable. 
That is the nature of the artistic proc-
ess. The power of the NEA and the NEH 
is its peer-driven mechanism, where de-
cisions are made by people in the arts 
in consultation with their peers and 
not through the political process. May 
it always be that way. I commend the 
gentlewoman from New York (Ms. 
SLAUGHTER) for maintaining that tra-
dition. 

The third argument that I hear is 
that this is an elitist segment of the 
Federal budget, that by funding the 

arts we are somehow propagating an 
elitism. The exact opposite is true. 
There are so many people in urban and 
rural low-income areas around our 
country who would never get the 
chance to experience the delight of a 
piece of theater by Shakespeare, the 
grace of a ballet, the innate beauty of 
a painting or sculpture were it not for 
the extension of the arts that was pro-
vided by NEA and NEH. In my district 
at Camden, New Jersey, at the Leap 
Charter School this summer there is a 
program in the arts in Greek mythol-
ogy and Greek drama for children, 
most of whom come from the very low-
est echelon on the economic ladder. 
But they are experiencing the arts in a 
positive and creative way for the very 
first time. 

Finally, we hear the argument that 
the amount of money is so modest that 
it really does not do arts organizations 
much good and that because there is so 
much money flowing into the coffers of 
arts organizations, they do not really 
need the money. Mr. Chairman, any-
body who makes that argument has 
never been involved in a nonprofit arts 
organization. They have never known 
that that extra $10,000 or that extra 
$15,000 is make or break. It is the seed 
money that lets the organization get 
started so it can generate ticket reve-
nues, so it can generate corporate and 
charitable contributions. It is the seed 
money that gives rise to the possibility 
of all the other revenues. 

In a country that spends over $2 tril-
lion for its governance, this is frankly 
an embarrassingly modest commit-
ment to the arts and humanities. It is 
wise. It is just, and it is one that 
should enjoy the bipartisan support of 
this House. I urge the adoption of the 
amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, 
I move to strike the requisite number 
of words. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of in-
creased funding for the National En-
dowment of Arts and the National En-
dowment for the Humanities. I rep-
resent a district that is rich in diver-
sity, rich in pluralism, rich in people 
from different walks of life, different 
backgrounds. The grant provided from 
the NEA and NEH provides opportuni-
ties for people to better understand 
each other, to know what is going on 
with other people, to know what is in 
their thoughts, minds and ideas. We 
are not really talking about funding a 
program; we are talking about funding 
a way of life, to help keep America the 
diverse, understanding, pluralistic Na-
tion that it is and to know what is hap-
pening in all parts of our communities 
and with people from all walks of life. 

As the country becomes more diverse 
and more pluralistic, it is absolutely 
essential that we find ways to better 
acquaint each other with cultural con-
tributions, mores and folkways of dif-
ferent people within our society. Al-
though we recognize the economic 
plight of our Nation, we know that in-
ordinate resources must be devoted to 

anti-terrorism and homeland security 
measures, but we also know that edu-
cation and the transference of under-
standing are necessary to maintain and 
continue growth in our democracy. 

Mr. Chairman, the need for under-
standing is so great that we do not 
only pay attention to programs but we 
also have to keep the American Dream 
alive and the thoughts and ideas con-
tinuously moving. We must keep 
music, art, culture, and hope ever-
present in our lives. 

The Illinois Humanities Council and 
others like them throughout the Na-
tion do an outstanding job of dividing 
and allocating these resources. They 
spread them around. And we get great 
mileage from the meager resources 
that we expend. Therefore, Mr. Chair-
man, I would urge my colleagues to 
vote in favor of increased funding for 
this great program that allows our Na-
tion to flourish within many cultures. 
Again, it is not a program. It is keep-
ing the doors of communication open 
and crossfertilizing different ways of 
life. It is important. I would urge its 
passage.

Ms. WOOLSEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the 
gentlewoman from New York’s (Ms. 
SLAUGHTER) and the gentleman from 
Connecticut’s (Mr. SHAYS) NEA amend-
ment. Once again, the House of Rep-
resentatives is considering an interior 
appropriations bill that does not in-
clude such funding for the National En-
dowment for the Arts and the National 
Endowment for the Humanities. 

Funding for the National Endowment 
for the Arts was cut drastically in 1995 
by more than 40 percent, and it has 
never returned to adequate levels. This 
year the NEA and the NEH need our 
support more than ever before. Private 
funding for the arts and the humanities 
has diminished with the economic 
downturn, leaving valuable programs 
in jeopardy. We know that the funding 
we invest in the NEA and the NEH pro-
vide a huge economic return on our 
Federal investment both in dollars and 
in jobs. 

The nonprofit arts industry gen-
erates $134 billion in economic activity 
every year. It creates more than 4 mil-
lion jobs and $10.5 billion in Federal 
tax revenue. Let me say that again: 
$10.5 billion in Federal tax revenues. 
However, monetary reasons are not the 
only argument for increasing NEA and 
NEH funding. In a recent study by the 
Arts Education Partnership, a direct 
correlation was found between art edu-
cation, cognitive capacity, and the mo-
tivation to learn.

b 1930 

Participation in the arts and human-
ities can also be a source of pride and 
positive self-esteem. I have been a wit-
ness to this during my district’s con-
gressional art competition. Students of 
all ages were present and proudly dis-
played the objects of their hard work. 
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These young people gained more than 
praise. They gained self-respect, a feel-
ing they will carry in all of their en-
deavors. 

In addition, NEA programs such as 
Challenge America are using art as a 
means to bring communities together. 
Along with the United States Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment and the National Guild of Com-
munity Schools, Challenge America 
has started a program that offers arts 
instruction to children living in public 
housing. 

When we deprive the NEA and NEH of 
the funds it needs, we deprive this en-
tire Nation of an active cultural com-
munity. We live in the richest nation 
in the world, Mr. Chairman. We must 
not be the most culturally impover-
ished. 

The arts teach us to think. They en-
courage us to feel, to see in a new way 
and to speak. They help us to grow. 

The Slaughter-Shays amendment to 
increase funds for the National Endow-
ment for the Arts and the National En-
dowment for the Humanities is a very 
small investment. It is an investment 
with a return as vast as the imagina-
tion. 

I urge my colleagues to support it. 
Mr. HOLT. Mr. Chairman, I move to 

strike the requisite number of words. 
Mr. Chairman, I strongly support 

this bipartisan amendment to add the 
much-needed funds to the National En-
dowment for the Arts and the National 
Endowment for the Humanities. Our 
funding of the arts and humanities in 
the United States is meager indeed. It 
could be much greater. It should be 
much greater, but I would settle for at 
least the increase in the gentlewoman 
from New York’s (Ms. SLAUGHTER) 
amendment. 

The National Endowment for the 
Arts and the National Endowment for 
the Humanities play crucial roles in 
American cultural life. We have all 
heard over and over again of the bene-
fits they bring to individuals and com-
munities, the National Endowment for 
the Arts and the NEH. 

The funding of these institutions pro-
vide help to many organizations be-
yond those that directly receive the 
NEA and NEH grants. As a former 
teacher, I can tell my colleagues that 
arts education helps children be better 
students and helps them learn critical 
thinking skills. This is a long overdue 
and a modest funding increase to build 
programs that use the strength of the 
arts and our Nation’s cultural life to 
enhance communities in every State 
and every county around America. 

The arts and humanities are impor-
tant for our growth and our well-being. 
The arts and humanities are among the 
best investments that we as a society 
can make. They help our children 
learn. They give the elderly suste-
nance. They power economic develop-
ment in regions that are down and out. 
They tie our diverse society and coun-
try together. 

The arts represent the future. The 
arts challenge us. The arts wake us up. 

The arts help us learn who we are as a 
society and as individuals. 

Will the projects that would be spon-
sored by this increase in funding help 
defend our country? Probably not, but 
they will make our country more 
worth defending.

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Chairman, I move 
to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, today it is my pleas-
ure to join with my colleagues in 
strong support of this critical amend-
ment to increase funding for the Na-
tional Endowment for the Arts and the 
National Endowment for the Human-
ities; and I thank my colleagues, the 
gentlewoman from New York (Ms. 
SLAUGHTER), the gentleman from Con-
necticut (Mr. SHAYS), the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. DICKS) and the 
gentleman from Iowa (Mr. LEACH), for 
their leadership on this amendment to 
the Interior appropriations bill. 

The arts are our cultural language. 
They bring our communities together. 
They serve to define who we are as a 
people, as a society, and they help us 
to link with other communities around 
the world our cultural heritages and 
our vast resources of our diversity. 

Both the NEA and the NEH broaden 
public access to the arts and the hu-
manities for all Americans. They im-
prove the quality of our lives, those of 
ourselves and our children and our 
families. 

I have spent a good deal of my career 
in our public schools. I have seen first-
hand the positive impacts that arts 
have in our children’s education. The 
arts teach our children rhythm, design, 
creativity and critical thinking skills. 
The arts have also been shown to deter 
delinquent behavior of at-risk youth, 
to help dramatically improve the aca-
demic performance, truancy rates and 
other critical skills, crucial skills, 
among our young people. 

Today’s economy demands a work-
force that can think and work inno-
vatively. Arts education provides a 
crucial part of those skills, skills that 
are not learned in academics of other 
kinds, in college, but in the child’s ele-
mentary school class trip to the mu-
seum, art projects, experience with mu-
sical instruments and all of the vast 
array of art opportunities. 

In my district on the central coast of 
California, students have been exposed 
to the virtues of music, art, poetry and 
dance as a result of NEA and NEH sup-
port through a grant, for example, to 
Art Resources Transfer in New York. 
The Distribution to Underserved Com-
munities program places books on art 
and culture into public schools and li-
braries free of charge. To help rebuild 
collections diminished from budget 
cuts, local librarians choose from a 
long list of available books, videos and 
interactive materials. The Laguna 
Middle School Library in San Luis 
Obispo receives materials from this 
program, and they are grateful for 
them. 

A grant to the University of Cali-
fornia at Santa Barbara supports a 

partnership project of artist-led activi-
ties that provides positive alternatives 
for youth. I have seen our young col-
lege students interact with our elemen-
tary students in Santa Barbara, and it 
is a wonderful sight to behold. 

Through a partnership with the 
American Architectural Foundation in 
Washington, D.C., the Mayor’s Insti-
tute on City Design hosts a series of 
symposiums attended by mayors, 
urban designers and developers. The In-
stitute is designed to provide mayors 
with new perspectives on creative solu-
tions to design issues in their commu-
nities. The mayor, Marty Blum of 
Santa Barbara, participates in this pro-
gram. 

Finally, through a grant to Cali-
fornia-based L.A. Theatre Works, audio 
plays that serve the visually impaired 
are distributed to libraries throughout 
the country. L.A. Theatre Works 
records in front of live studio audiences 
and features classic and contemporary 
works, for example, Arthur Miller’s 
The Crucible and Zoot Suit by Luis 
Valdez. L.A. Theatre Works distributes 
these audio recordings to the Buena 
High School in Ventura, California. 

These examples illustrate to me and 
to my constituents the value of the 
dollars we appropriate here that are 
multiplied as they are extended into 
partnerships throughout our country. I 
urge my colleagues to vote for our chil-
dren, to support the Slaughter-Shays-
Dicks-Leach amendment to strengthen 
both the NEA and the NEH. 

I will include a document about the 
arts programs in my district at this 
point in the RECORD.

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 22
A partnership grant to the California Arts 

Council in Sacramento supports statewide 
programming in arts education, cultural de-
velopment, artistic preservation, increased 
access to the arts in underserved areas, and 
funding for artists and arts organizations 
throughout the state. 

NEW CUYAMA 
Through a grant to Art Resources Transfer 

in New York, the Distribution to Under-
served Communities program places books 
on art and culture into public and school li-
braries free of charge. To help rebuild collec-
tions diminished from budget cuts, local li-
brarians choose from a long list of available 
books, videos and interactive materials. The 
Cuyama Valley High School Library in New 
Cuyama receives materials from this pro-
gram. 

SAN LUIS OBISPO 
Through a grant to the Group I Acting 

Company in New York City, a touring pro-
duction of Mark Twain’s comedy Pudd’nhead 
Wilson is performed at the Performing Arts 
Center in San Luis Obispo. 

In partnership with regional arts organiza-
tions, the NEA Regional Touring Program 
(RTP) support high-quality performances 
and related educational activities in commu-
nities across the country. As part of this pro-
gram, Elizabeth Streb and Company perform 
contemporary dance at California Poly-
technic State University in San Luis Obispo. 

Through a grant to Art Resources Transfer 
in New York, the Distribution to Under-
served Communities program places books 
on art and culture into public and school li-
braries free of charge. To help rebuild collec-
tions diminished from budget cuts, local li-
brarians choose from a long list of available 
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books, videos and interactive materials. The 
Laguna Middle School Library in San Luis 
Obispo receives materials from this program. 

SANTA BARBARA 
A grant to the University of California at 

Santa Barbara supports the post-production 
phase of Mary Anthony: A Life in Modern 
Dance. 

A grant to the University of California at 
Santa Barbara supports a partnership 
project of artist-led activities that provides 
positive alternatives for youth. 

Through a grant to the Herbert F. Johnson 
Museum of Art at Cornell University, the 
touring exhibition Byrdcliffe: An American 
Arts and Crafts Colony celebrates the cen-
tennial of Byrdcliffe, a colony founded as a 
center for artists and craftsmen in Wood-
stock, NY, in 1902. The exhibition travels to 
the Santa Barbara Museum of Art. 

Through a grant to New York’s Orpheus 
Chamber Orchestra, the orchestra tours with 
guest artists Dawn Upshaw and Richard 
Goode to national venues such as the Arling-
ton Theatre in Santa Barbara. 

Through a grant to the Group I Acting 
Company in New York City, a touring pro-
duction of Mark Twain’s comedy Pudd’nhead 
Wilson is performed at Campbell Hall at the 
University of California in Santa Barbara.

Through a grant to California-based L.A. 
Theatre Works, audio plays that serve the 
visually impaired are distributed to libraries 
throughout the country. L.A. Theatre Works 
records in front of live studio audiences and 
features classic and contemporary works 
(e.g., Arthur Miller’s The Crucible and Zoot 
Suit by Luis Valdez). L.A. Theatre Works 
distributes these audio recordings to the 
Eastside Branch Library in Santa Barbara. 

In partnership with regional arts organiza-
tions, the NEA Regional Touring Program 
(RTP) supports high-quality performances 
and related educational activities in commu-
nities across the country. As part of this pro-
gram, Anoushka Shankar performs Indian 
sitar music at University of California in 
Santa Barbara. 

Through a grant to the New England Foun-
dation for the Arts in Boston, the National 
Dance Project supports touring perform-
ances of contemporary dance. As part of this 
project, the Bill T. Jones/Arnie Zane Dance 
Company and the Orion String Quartet per-
form at University of California in Santa 
Barbara. 

Through a grant to New York’s Meet the 
Composer for its Commissioning Music/USA 
program, composer Miles Green and choreog-
rapher Elizabeth Streb present their new 
work Ripped at the University of California 
in Santa Barbara. 

Through a grant to Ballet Hispanico of 
New York, the company travels on a nation-
wide tour. Known as the foremost dance in-
terpreter of Latino culture in the United 
States, Ballet Hispanico’s innovative rep-
ertory blends ballet and ethnic dance forms 
into a spirited image of contemporary His-
panic-American culture. The company’s tour 
includes performances at the University of 
California in Santa Barbara. 

Through a grant to L.A. Freewaves in Los 
Angeles, the experimental media arts fes-
tival Appropriate/Appropriated showcases 
artists working in the medium of film, video, 
web sites, and multimedia installations. 
Films screen for the general public in gal-
leries, museums and other venues across 
Southern California, including the Contem-
porary Arts Forum in Santa Barbara. 

Through a partnership with the American 
Architectural Foundation in Washington, 
D.C., the Mayor’s Institute on City Design 
hosts a series of symposiums attended by 
mayors, urban designers, and developers. The 
Institute is designed to provide mayors with 

new perspectives on creative solutions to de-
sign issues in their communities. Marty 
Blum, Mayor of Santa Barbara, participates 
in this program. 

CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT 23
A partnership grant to the California Arts 

Council in Sacramento supports statewide 
programming in arts education, cultural de-
velopment, artistic preservation, increased 
access to the arts in underserved areas, and 
funding for artists and arts organizations 
throughout the state. 

CAMARILLO 
Through a grant to California-based L.A. 

Theatre Works, audio plays that serve the 
visually impaired are distributed to libraries 
throughout the country. L.A. Theatre Works 
records in front of live studio audiences and 
features classic and contemporary works 
(e.g., Arthur Miller’s The Crucible and Zoot 
Suit by Luis Valdez). L.A. Theatre Works 
distributes these audio recordings to the 
Frontier High School in Camarillo. 

Through a grant to Ririe-Woodbury Dance 
in Salt Lake City, the company offers cre-
ative movement classes, performance dem-
onstrations and teacher workshops at 
Camarillo High School. 

In partnership with regional arts organiza-
tions, the NEA Regional Touring Program 
(RTP) supports high-quality performances 
and related educational activities in commu-
nities across the country. In Camarillo, the 
Ventura County Superintendent of Schools 
presents the Footworks Percussive Dance 
Company and the Ririe-Woodbury Dance 
Company.

COALINGA 
Through a grant to Art Resources Transfer 

in New York, the Distribution to Under-
served Communities program places books 
on art and culture into public and school li-
braries free of charge. To help rebuild collec-
tions diminished from budget cuts, local li-
brarians choose from a long list of available 
books, videos and interactive materials. The 
Coalinga District Library receives materials 
from this program. 

MALIBU 
Through a grant to Inside Out Community 

Arts in Venice, the School Project program 
is an after-school theater-based arts program 
serving middle and high school students. 
Students participating in the program at-
tend a camping/rehearsal retreat at 
Grindling Hilltop Camp in Malibu. 

OJAI 
A grant to the Ojai Festival supports the 

2002 Ojai Music Festival and the theme Last 
Thoughts: Beethoven, Shostakovich and Oth-
ers. 

In partnership with regional arts organiza-
tions, the NEA Regional Touring Program 
(RTP) supports high-quality performances 
and related educational activities in commu-
nities across the country. In Ojai, Perform-
ances To Grow On presents the Princely 
Players, who sing and recite poetry from the 
earliest sources of African-American music 
in this country to the civil war and the civil 
rights movement. 

SIMI VALLEY 
Through a grant to Jazz at Lincoln Center 

in New York City, the Essentially Ellington 
High School Jazz Band Competition and Fes-
tival distributes, free of charge, specially ar-
ranged compositions of Duke Ellington’s 
music and related educational materials to 
schools throughout the country, including 
Santa Susana High School in Simi Valley. 

Through a grant to California-based L.A. 
Theatre Works, audio plays that serve the 
visually impaired are distributed to libraries 
throughout the country. L.A. Theatre Works 
records in front of live studio audiences and 

features classic and contemporary works 
(e.g., Arthur Miller’s The Crucible and Zoot 
Suit by Luis Valdez). L.A. Theatre Works 
distributes these audio recordings to the 
Santa Susana High School in Simi Valley. 

VENTURA 
Through a grant to California-based L.A. 

Theatre Works, audio plays that serve the 
visually impaired are distributed to libraries 
throughout the country. L.A. Theatre Works 
records in front of live studio audiences and 
features classic and contemporary works 
(e.g., Arthur Miller’s The Crucible and Zoot 
Suit by Luis Valdez). L.A. Theatre Works 
distributes these audio recordings to the 
Buena High School in Ventura. 

Through a grant to Art Resources Transfer 
in New York, the Distribution to Under-
served Communities program places books 
on art and culture into public and school li-
braries free of charge. To help rebuild collec-
tions diminished from budget cuts, local li-
brarians choose from a long list of available 
books, videos and interactive materials. The 
Ventura County Library receives materials 
from this program.

Mr. DICKS. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike the requisite number of words, 
and I rise in support of the Slaughter 
amendment and am proud to be a co-
sponsor of this amendment. 

We have offered this amendment suc-
cessfully over the last 4 years, and I 
just want to say to my colleagues that 
I was on this committee when we were 
funding the arts and humanities at a 
much more robust level, and I agree, it 
is amazing that the endowments do as 
well as they do with the reduced fund-
ing that Congress has given them. 

This modest amendment, in my judg-
ment, will do a great deal with the 
Challenge America program and at the 
Endowment for Humanities. In fact, 
the President asked for more money in 
humanities than we are giving him this 
year. So I think this is a very modest 
amendment. 

I can tell from my own State of 
Washington the appreciation of the 
arts organizations for the grants that 
they get from the National Endowment 
for the Arts, the universities, the peo-
ple, the professors, teachers, all those 
who apply to the National Endowment 
for the Humanities, who also does an 
outstanding job, but at a time when 
our country needs to support job cre-
ation, the charts that were shown ear-
lier, the number of people that are em-
ployed by the nonprofits that work in 
the arts is very substantial. 

This is an important part of our 
economy. This is not just in New York 
or Chicago or San Francisco. This is 
also in many of the smaller commu-
nities like my hometown of Bremerton, 
Washington. The Admiral Theater, 
they are having a group come in from 
Missoula, Montana. 

Arts education was mentioned. I can 
remember Jane Alexander taking me 
to Garfield High School in Seattle to 
see a whole group of African American 
youth working in an arts program. 
Dale Chihuly with glass in Tacoma, his 
hometown, one of the most prolific 
glass artists in the world. 

I think this is such a small part of 
the budget but such an important part, 
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and I am so pleased that so many of my 
colleagues stayed this evening after 
the last vote to express their support. I 
hope that tomorrow morning we will be 
able to have another victory, and I 
urge everyone to be here early and to 
help work the body and get the same 
great vote that we had last year when 
we won by 42 votes, with bipartisan 
support. 

I urge everyone who is watching this 
back in their offices to be here early to 
support this amendment tomorrow 
morning when we will vote on it.

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise in strong support of the Slaughter 
Amendment to increase funding to the Na-
tional Endowment for the Arts and the Na-
tional Endowment for the Humanities. 

NEA is a great investment in the economic 
growth of communities. The nonprofit arts in-
dustry alone generates $134 billion annually in 
economic activity and $10.5 billion in federal 
tax revenue. 

NEA’s Challenge America program has 
strong bipartisan support and has helped 
broaden access to the arts and provide funds 
to first-time grant recipients in small & rural 
towns. All forms of support for the arts and hu-
manities—State and local government, foun-
dation, corporate, and individual donations—
are down from last year, but needs are greater 
than ever. 

NEA requires state and local arts agencies 
as well as private organizations to provide 
matching funds, ensuring that dollars continue 
to flow to the arts even during difficult eco-
nomic times. NEA nurtures artistic excellence 
in every corner of the country, with grants 
reaching every state and every congressional 
district, including my own district, in Houston, 
Texas. 

Funding for the arts and humanities is more 
than making pretty paintings or sculptures. It is 
now about national security. I serve on the 
Science Committee and push hard to ensure 
that America stays on the cutting edge in math 
and science—fields that we usually think of as 
being the bedrock upon which a strong econ-
omy are built. We spend much time and re-
sources pushing ‘‘back to the basics’’ cam-
paigns in our educational systems, to improve 
reading, writing, and arithmetic. But perhaps 
the tragic events of September 11th, and 
some of the struggles we have been grappling
with since, indicate that in our quest to im-
prove the basics, we have under-emphasized 
other critical areas of intellectual and spiritual 
growth. 

It seems that many of the challenges we are 
facing overseas are exacerbated by the fact 
that we, as a nation, tend to be ignorant of 
other cultures, languages, and religions. In our 
haste to drive our children and young adults 
toward technology and mechanical work, we 
have neglected the importance of helping 
them understand people. Perhaps, this has 
contributed to the distance between us and 
our allies, and perhaps it has increased the 
hatred felt for us by our enemies. 

In the fight against terrorism, it is important 
that we truly understand the motivations of our 
enemies, and the cultural needs of our friends. 
In the aftermath of 9/11, we found that we 
have a shortage of Americans who speak Ara-
bic, and various dialects, or who could speak 
persuasively to Afghanis. These things must 
change. 

The NEA and NEH are two of many organi-
zations that raise our cultural competence. I 
serve on the Select Committee on Homeland 
Security, and in the scheme of our anti-ter-
rorist efforts, it is an inexpensive part. But it is 
a critical part. Adding $15 million to budgets of 
the NEA and NEH is a small but important 
step in the right direction. 

The next generation of Americans needs to 
be culturally aware. They need to understand 
the history, art, culture, literature, sociology, 
archaeology—all of the cultural components 
that make people what they are and that drive 
people to do the things they do. As the Presi-
dent has said, this is going to be a different 
kind of battle, and it will take a long time to 
win it. 

The NEA should be part of that long-term 
strategy. It would be difficult to overspend on 
this enriching program.

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong 
support of the amendment offered by my 
friend from New York and strongly urge it’s 
adoption. 

Mr. Chairman, throughout the course of his-
tory, the greatest civilizations are remembered 
for their contributions to the arts and human-
ities. Indeed, public commitment to the arts 
and humanities, along with dedication to free 
government, could be described as the bench-
marks of a great society. As Americans we 
should be collectively committed to the docu-
mentation of our history and our accomplish-
ments. 

The two greatest civilizations of the ancient 
world, the Greek and Roman Empires, are re-
membered as much for their dedications to 
their arts as they are with the creation of the 
democratic and republican forms of govern-
ment. The architecture of these civilizations in-
spired our own Capitol building. The theater of 
Greece and the mosaics of Rome are timeless 
and engraved in history alongside the tri-
umphs of Alexander the Great and Julius Cae-
sar. Every child learns the Renaissance and 
the Reformation were watershed events of Eu-
ropean history that revolutionized the Western 
world. The lesson children learn is that reli-
gious and political freedom go hand in hand 
with greater artistic and rhetorical expression. 

In America, our contributions to democracy 
and free society throughout the world are un-
questionable and unparalleled. But centuries 
from now the people of the world should look 
back with equal admiration to our commitment 
to the arts. But will they? 

We need not support the arts merely to sup-
port history and posterity; the arts also have a 
vital impact on our economy. In my home 
county of Westchester, New York, the arts 
support over two thousand jobs and generate 
over $11 million in revenue for the state and 
local government. In Fiscal Year 2000, the 
arts had a total economic impact of over $92 
million in Westchester alone. Nationwide, the 
figures are even more impressive. The arts 
are a $134 billion industry sustaining nearly 5 
million jobs. While the federal government 
spends only about $250 million on NEA and 
NEH annually, it collects over $10 billion in tax 
revenue related to the arts industry, a ratio of 
40 to one. 

NEA and NEH dollars are crucial to the arts 
community, helping them leverage more state, 
local, and private funds. Clearly, the numbers 
show that investment in the arts is critical not 
only to our national identify, but also vital to 
our national economy. 

Mr. Chairman, our place in history demands 
that we act decisively, and commit ourselves 
to our national heritage and culture. I urge my 
colleagues to support the $15 million increase 
for NEA and NEH, to support creativity and 
expression, to support our economy, and to 
support the place of our American civilization 
within the pages of history, a place our nation 
so richly deserves.

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Chairman, I rise today in 
support of the Slaughter-Shays-Dicks-Leach 
Amendment to increase funding for the Na-
tional Endowment for the Arts and the Na-
tional Endowment for the Humanities. The arts 
and humanities are important both socially and 
economically to our nation as a whole. 

Studies have shown students benefit from 
exposure to both the arts and humanities. I 
have witnessed firsthand how rewarding arts 
and humanities programs can be to our na-
tions’ youth. For example, the Delaware Insti-
tute for the Arts in Education, which is partially 
funded by grants from the NEA, provides 
workshops and programs that encourage 
teachers to enrich classroom education for 
their students by utilizing the arts. They pro-
vide programs for students in dance, art, 
music, theater, and other skills essential to a 
well-rounded education. Because of funding 
by the NEA, the Delaware Institute for the Arts 
and other Delaware programs help give stu-
dents lifetime skills of cultural appreciation, 
communication, critical thinking, and team-
work. 

While funding for the NEA encourages Arts 
education, part of the funds reserved for the 
NEH will support the important education ini-
tiative, We the People. We live in a country 
with a rich and rewarding history; a country 
where diversity helps create a uniquely Amer-
ican experience. It is vital that Americans un-
derstand our history in order to become more 
informed and civically minded citizens. Pro-
grams like the We the People initiative hope to 
do just that. 

It is important for us to remember, the col-
lective benefits gained by not only our districts 
but also by the nation as a whole and that is 
why I rise today in strong support of increased 
funding for the NEA and the NEH.

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
strong support of the Slaughter-Dicks amend-
ment to provide increased funding for the Na-
tional Endowment for the Arts and the Na-
tional Endowment for the Humanities. These 
agencies are charged with bringing the history, 
the beauty, the creative genius of our culture 
to the lives of all Americans—young and old, 
rich and poor, urban and rural. These agen-
cies make sure that the vast wealth that is our 
national heritage is accessible to all Ameri-
cans, and that is a goal worthy of our support. 

Many years ago, I chaired the Greater New 
Haven Arts Council in Connecticut. I know first 
hand that the arts enrich lives, and they also 
contribute to the economic growth of the com-
munity. 

It is important to note that our small federal 
contribution to these agencies is only a tiny 
percentage of the overall public-private invest-
ment that flows into the non-profit arts every 
year. But these are the most important dol-
lars—the ones that leverage billions of dollars 
in state, local and private funding and fuel 
what is a vital non-profit arts industry. This in-
dustry creates jobs, increases travel and tour-
ism, and generates billions of dollars in eco-
nomic activity every year. That means nearly 
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5 million jobs nationally and more than $24 bil-
lion in revenues, more than half of which goes 
to states and localities. In my state, more than 
30,000 Connecticut jobs are connected to the 
non-profit arts. 

In addition, the NEA is an important partner 
in bringing innovative arts education programs 
to more American students. Arts education is 
critical in planting seeds of arts appreciation 
and in cultivating the talent that may have yet 
to be discovered in these young minds. The 
Endowment, in partnership with state arts 
agencies, provides millions of dollars in annual 
support for kindergarten through 12th grade 
arts education projects in communities across 
the country. It also funds professional develop-
ment programs for arts specialists, classroom 
teachers, and artists. 

Study after study has shown that the arts 
have real value in restoring civility to our soci-
ety and providing our children and commu-
nities real alternatives to substance abuse and 
delinquency. A study published in Business 
Week 3 years ago cited strong business sup-
port for government funding for the arts using 
empirical data that demonstrated students who 
participate in arts programs gain self-esteem, 
learn to cooperate as a team—they show an 
improved ability to finish tasks, and a more 
positive attitude toward school. Business un-
derstands the value of these programs. 

We know that the arts build our economy, 
enrich our culture, and feed the minds of 
adults and children alike. The NEA and NEH 
need this increase to fulfill their missions, and 
it is time we gave them this support. Vote for 
this amendment. Preserve our heritage and 
make it accessible to all.

Mr. MATHESON. Mr. Chairman, as a sup-
porter of the arts and the humanities, I am 
pleased to support this amendment. During 
my time in Congress I have had the oppor-
tunity to meet with numerous constituents re-
garding the need for continued arts funding. 

In this time of daunting budget deficits, we 
must spend our collective resources as wisely 
as possible. Funding for the arts is sometimes 
construed as a giveaway on the part of the 
federal government, which does not result in 
tangible benefits to the nation. I dispute that 
claim—in my district in Utah, we are fortunate 
to have a thriving arts and humanities commu-
nity that generates revenues for the local 
economy, teaches our children about Amer-
ican cultural traditions, and builds civic spirit 
through public events. 

I believed that our nation should invest in 
programs that generate benefits such as these 
and I hope my colleagues will join me in vot-
ing to restore funding for the National Endow-
ment for the Arts and the National Endowment 
for Humanities to last year’s levels.

Mrs. MALONEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise today 
to voice my strong support for the Slaughter-
Shays-Dicks amendment. This important 
amendment increases funding for the National 
Endowment for the Arts by $10 million and the 
National Endowment for the Humanities by $5 
million. It will continue the process of restoring 
federal arts funding to appropriate levels by 
simply providing the funding that the House 
passed last year. 

This money will allow millions of young peo-
ple and children to be exposed to the arts. In 
addition to the enjoyment and life-enrichment 
that each participant in the arts experiences, 
the exposure of children to the arts has been 
shown to improve reading and language de-

velopment, mathematics skills, fundamental 
cognitive skills, motivation to learn, and social 
behavior. It is crucial that we provide enough 
funds for our children to have the best chance 
to succeed. 

Sufficient funding for the arts is particularly 
important in these years following the tragic 
events of September 11. In my city of New 
York and across the nation, the arts have pro-
vided important outlets for the host of emo-
tions brought on by the traumatic experiences 
and tremendous losses that we have all expe-
rienced. 

But the arts not only help us to heal as indi-
viduals, they contribute to the economic health 
of our nation. The non-profit art industry gen-
erates $134 billion in economic activity each 
year, providing nearly 5 million full-time equiv-
alent jobs and over $24 billion in federal, 
state, and local tax revenue. 

We can improve our economy, aid in the 
healing of our nation, help our children, and 
create and enduring cultural legacy—all by 
passing this necessary amendment. 

I support the Slaughter-Shays-Dicks amend-
ment, and I urge my colleagues to do the 
same.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms. SLAUGH-
TER). 

The question was taken, and the 
Chairman announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I demand a recorded vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to clause 
6 of rule XVIII, further proceedings on 
the amendment offered by the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms. SLAUGH-
TER) will be postponed. 

Are there further amendments to 
that portion of the bill which is open 
for amendment? 

If not, the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows:

WILDLAND FIRE MANAGEMENT 

For necessary expenses for forest fire 
presuppression activities on National Forest 
System lands, for emergency fire suppression 
on or adjacent to such lands or other lands 
under fire protection agreement, hazardous 
fuels reduction on or adjacent to such lands, 
and for emergency rehabilitation of burned-
over National Forest System lands and 
water, $1,624,632,000, to remain available 
until expended: Provided, That such funds in-
cluding unobligated balances under this 
head, are available for repayment of ad-
vances from other appropriations accounts 
previously transferred for such purposes: 
Provided further, That not less than 50 per-
cent of any unobligated balances remaining 
(exclusive of amounts for hazardous fuels re-
duction) at the end of fiscal year 2003 shall 
be transferred, as repayment for past ad-
vances that have not been repaid, to the fund 
established pursuant to section 3 of Public 
Law 71–319 (16 U.S.C. 576 et seq.): Provided 
further, That notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, $8,000,000 of funds appropriated 
under this appropriation shall be used for 
Fire Science Research in support of the 
Joint Fire Science Program: Provided further, 
That all authorities for the use of funds, in-
cluding the use of contracts, grants, and co-
operative agreements, available to execute 
the Forest and Rangeland Research appro-
priation, are also available in the utilization 
of funds for Fire Science Research: Provided 
further, That funds provided shall be avail-

able for emergency rehabilitation and res-
toration, hazardous fuels reduction activities 
in the urban-wildland interface, support to 
Federal emergency response, and wildfire 
suppression activities of the Forest Service: 
Provided further, That of the funds provided, 
$246,392,000 is for hazardous fuels reduction 
activities, $40,000,000 is for rehabilitation and 
restoration, $22,000,000 is for research activi-
ties and to make competitive research 
grants pursuant to the Forest and Rangeland 
Renewable Resources Research Act, as 
amended (16 U.S.C. 1641 et seq.), $51,000,000 is 
for State fire assistance, $8,240,000 is for vol-
unteer fire assistance, $25,000,000 is for forest 
health activities on State, private, and Fed-
eral lands, and $6,000,000 is for economic ac-
tion programs: Provided further, That 
amounts in this paragraph may be trans-
ferred to the ‘‘State and Private Forestry’’, 
‘‘National Forest System’’, and ‘‘Forest and 
Rangeland Research’’ accounts to fund State 
fire assistance, volunteer fire assistance, for-
est health management, economic action 
programs, forest and rangeland research, 
vegetation and watershed management, her-
itage site rehabilitation, and wildlife and 
fish habitat management and restoration: 
Provided further, That transfers of any 
amounts in excess of those authorized in this 
paragraph, shall require approval of the 
House and Senate Committees on Appropria-
tions in compliance with reprogramming 
procedures contained in the House report ac-
companying this Act: Provided further, That 
the costs of implementing any cooperative 
agreement between the Federal Government 
and any non-Federal entity may be shared, 
as mutually agreed on by the affected par-
ties: Provided further, That in addition to 
funds provided for State Fire Assistance pro-
grams, and subject to all authorities avail-
able to the Forest Service under the State 
and Private Forestry Appropriations, up to 
$15,000,000 may be used on adjacent non-Fed-
eral lands for the purpose of protecting com-
munities when hazard reduction activities 
are planned on national forest lands that 
have the potential to place such commu-
nities at risk: Provided further, That included 
in funding for hazardous fuel reduction is 
$5,000,000 for implementing the Community 
Forest Restoration Act, Public Law 106–393, 
title VI, and any portion of such funds shall 
be available for use on non-Federal lands in 
accordance with authorities available to the 
Forest Service under the State and Private 
Forestry Appropriation: Provided further, 
That in using the funds provided in this Act 
for hazardous fuels reduction activities, the 
Secretary of Agriculture may conduct fuel 
reduction treatments on Federal lands using 
all contracting and hiring authorities avail-
able to the Secretary applicable to hazardous 
fuel reduction activities under the wildland 
fire management accounts: Provided further, 
That notwithstanding Federal Government 
procurement and contracting laws, the Sec-
retaries may conduct fuel reduction treat-
ments, rehabilitation and restoration, and 
other activities authorized under this head-
ing on and adjacent to Federal lands using 
grants and cooperative agreements: Provided 
further, That notwithstanding Federal Gov-
ernment procurement and contracting laws, 
in order to provide employment and training 
opportunities to people in rural commu-
nities, the Secretaries may award contracts, 
including contracts for monitoring activi-
ties, to local private, non-profit, or coopera-
tive entities; Youth Conservation Corps 
crews or related partnerships, with State, 
local and non-profit youth groups; small or 
micro-businesses; or other entities that will 
hire or train a significant percentage of local 
people to complete such contracts: Provided 
further, That the authorities described above 
relating to contracts, grants, and coopera-
tive agreements are available until all funds 
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provided in this title for hazardous fuels re-
duction activities in the urban wildland 
interface are obligated: Provided further, 
That the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Secretary of Agriculture may authorize the 
transfer of funds appropriated for wildland 
fire management, in an aggregate amount 
not to exceed $12,000,000, between the Depart-
ments when such transfers would facilitate 
and expedite jointly funded wildland fire 
management programs and projects.

CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT AND MAINTENANCE 

For necessary expenses of the Forest Serv-
ice, not otherwise provided for, $560,473,000, 
to remain available until expended for con-
struction, reconstruction, maintenance and 
acquisition of buildings and other facilities, 
and for construction, reconstruction, repair, 
decommissioning, and maintenance of forest 
roads and trails by the Forest Service as au-
thorized by 16 U.S.C. 532–538 and 23 U.S.C. 101 
and 205: Provided, That up to $15,000,000 of the 
funds provided herein for road maintenance 
shall be available for the decommissioning of 
roads, including unauthorized roads not part 
of the transportation system, which are no 
longer needed: Provided further, That no 
funds shall be expended to decommission any 
system road until notice and an opportunity 
for public comment has been provided on 
each decommissioning project.

LAND ACQUISITION 

For expenses necessary to carry out the 
provisions of the Land and Water Conserva-
tion Fund Act of 1965, as amended (16 U.S.C. 
460l–4 through 11), including administrative 
expenses, and for acquisition of land or wa-
ters, or interest therein, in accordance with 
statutory authority applicable to the Forest 
Service, $29,288,000, to be derived from the 
Land and Water Conservation Fund and to 
remain available until expended.

ACQUISITION OF LANDS FOR NATIONAL FORESTS 
SPECIAL ACTS 

For acquisition of lands within the exte-
rior boundaries of the Cache, Uinta, and 
Wasatch National Forests, Utah; the Toiyabe 
National Forest, Nevada; and the Angeles, 
San Bernardino, Sequoia, and Cleveland Na-
tional Forests, California, as authorized by 
law, $1,069,000, to be derived from forest re-
ceipts.

ACQUISITION OF LANDS TO COMPLETE LAND 
EXCHANGES 

For acquisition of lands, such sums, to be 
derived from funds deposited by State, coun-
ty, or municipal governments, public school 
districts, or other public school authorities, 
and for authorized expenditures from funds 
deposited by non-federal parties pursuant to 
Land Sale and Exchange Acts, pursuant to 
the Act of December 4, 1967, as amended (16 
U.S.C. 484a), to remain available until ex-
pended.

RANGE BETTERMENT FUND 

For necessary expenses of range rehabilita-
tion, protection, and improvement, 50 per-
cent of all moneys received during the prior 
fiscal year, as fees for grazing domestic live-
stock on lands in National Forests in the 16 
Western States, pursuant to section 401(b)(1) 
of Public Law 94–579, as amended, to remain 
available until expended, of which not to ex-
ceed 6 percent shall be available for adminis-
trative expenses associated with on-the-
ground range rehabilitation, protection, and 
improvements.

GIFTS, DONATIONS AND BEQUESTS FOR FOREST 
AND RANGELAND RESEARCH 

For expenses authorized by 16 U.S.C. 
1643(b), $92,000, to remain available until ex-
pended, to be derived from the fund estab-
lished pursuant to the above Act.

MANAGEMENT OF NATIONAL FOREST LANDS FOR 
SUBSISTENCE USES 

For necessary expenses of the Forest Serv-
ice to manage federal lands in Alaska for 
subsistence uses under title VIII of the Alas-
ka National Interest Lands Conservation Act 
(Public Law 96–487), $5,535,000, to remain 
available until expended.
ADMINISTRATIVE PROVISIONS, FOREST SERVICE 
Appropriations to the Forest Service for 

the current fiscal year shall be available for: 
(1) purchase of not to exceed 124 passenger 
motor vehicles of which 21 will be used pri-
marily for law enforcement purposes and of 
which 124 shall be for replacement; acquisi-
tion of 25 passenger motor vehicles from ex-
cess sources, and hire of such vehicles; oper-
ation and maintenance of aircraft, the pur-
chase of not to exceed seven for replacement 
only, and acquisition of sufficient aircraft 
from excess sources to maintain the operable 
fleet at 195 aircraft for use in Forest Service 
wildland fire programs and other Forest 
Service programs; notwithstanding other 
provisions of law, existing aircraft being re-
placed may be sold, with proceeds derived or 
trade-in value used to offset the purchase 
price for the replacement aircraft; (2) serv-
ices pursuant to 7 U.S.C. 2225, and not to ex-
ceed $100,000 for employment under 5 U.S.C. 
3109; (3) purchase, erection, and alteration of 
buildings and other public improvements (7 
U.S.C. 2250); (4) acquisition of land, waters, 
and interests therein pursuant to 7 U.S.C. 
428a; (5) for expenses pursuant to the Volun-
teers in the National Forest Act of 1972 (16 
U.S.C. 558a, 558d, and 558a note); (6) the cost 
of uniforms as authorized by 5 U.S.C. 5901–
5902; and (7) for debt collection contracts in 
accordance with 31 U.S.C. 3718(c). 

None of the funds made available under 
this Act shall be obligated or expended to 
abolish any region, to move or close any re-
gional office for National Forest System ad-
ministration of the Forest Service, Depart-
ment of Agriculture without the consent of 
the House and Senate Committees on Appro-
priations. 

Any appropriations or funds available to 
the Forest Service may be transferred to the 
Wildland Fire Management appropriation for 
forest firefighting, emergency rehabilitation 
of burned-over or damaged lands or waters 
under its jurisdiction, and fire preparedness 
due to severe burning conditions if and only 
if all previously appropriated emergency 
contingent funds under the heading 
‘‘Wildland Fire Management’’ have been re-
leased by the President and apportioned and 
all funds under the heading ‘‘Wildland Fire 
Management’’ are obligated. 

Funds appropriated to the Forest Service 
shall be available for assistance to or 
through the Agency for International Devel-
opment and the Foreign Agricultural Service 
in connection with forest and rangeland re-
search, technical information, and assist-
ance in foreign countries, and shall be avail-
able to support forestry and related natural 
resource activities outside the United States 
and its territories and possessions, including 
technical assistance, education and training, 
and cooperation with United States and 
international organizations.

Mr. TAYLOR of North Carolina. Mr. 
Chairman, I move that the Committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. BUR-
GESS) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
LATOURETTE, Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration 

the bill (H.R. 2691) making appropria-
tions for the Department of the Inte-
rior and related agencies for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2004, and for 
other purposes, had come to no resolu-
tion thereon.

f 

b 1945 

ANNOUNCEMENT OF INTENTION TO 
OFFER MOTION TO INSTRUCT ON 
H.R. 1308, TAX RELIEF, SIM-
PLIFICATION, AND EQUITY ACT 
OF 2003 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, subject to 
rule XXII, clause 7(c), I hereby an-
nounce my intention to offer a motion 
to instruct on H.R. 1308, the Child Tax 
Credit bill. The form of the motion is 
as follows: 

Mr. Speaker, I move that the man-
agers on the part of the House in the 
conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the House amend-
ment to the Senate amendment to H.R. 
1308 be instructed as follows: 

One. The House conferees shall be in-
structed to include in the conference 
report the provision of the Senate 
amendment not included in the House 
amendment that provides immediate 
payments to taxpayers receiving an ad-
ditional credit by reason of the bill in 
the same manner as other taxpayers 
were entitled to immediate payments 
under the Jobs and Growth Tax Relief 
Reconciliation Act of 2003. 

Two. The House conferees shall be in-
structed to include in the conference 
report the provision of the Senate 
amendment not included in the House 
amendment that provides families of 
military personnel serving in Iraq, Af-
ghanistan, and other combat zones a 
child credit based on the earnings of 
the individuals serving in the combat 
zone. 

Three. The House conferees shall be 
instructed to include in the conference 
report all of the other provisions of the 
Senate amendment and shall not re-
port back a conference report that in-
cludes additional tax benefits not off-
set by other provisions. 

Four. To the maximum extent pos-
sible within the scope of conference, 
the House conferees shall be instructed 
to include in the conference report 
other tax benefits for military per-
sonnel and the families of the astro-
nauts who died in the Columbia dis-
aster. 

Five. The House conferees shall, as 
soon as practicable after the adoption 
of this motion, meet in open session 
with the Senate conferees; and the 
House conferees shall file a conference 
report consistent with the preceding 
provisions of this instruction, not later 
than the second legislative day after 
adoption of this motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman’s motion will appear in the 
RECORD. 
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